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FOREWORD TO STUDIES IN PREJUDICE 


At this moment in world history anti-Semitism is not manifesting itself 
with the full and violent destructiveness of which we know it to be 
capable. Even a social disease has its periods of quiescence during which 
the social scientist, like the biologist or the physician, can study it in 
the search for more effective ways to prevent or reduce the virulence 
of the next outbreak. 

Today the world scarcely remembers the mechanized persecution and 
extermination of millions of human beings only a short span of years 
away in what was once regarded as the citadel of Western civilization. 
Yet the conscience of many men was aroused. How could it be, they 
asked each other, that in a culture of law, order and reason, there should 
have survived the irrational remnants of ancient racial and religious 
hatreds? How could they explain the willingness of great masses of 
people to tolerate the mass extermination of their fellow citizens? What 
tissues in the life of our modern society remain cancerous, and despite 
our assumed enlightenment show the incongruous atavism of ancient 
peoples? And what within the individual organism responds to certain 
stimuli in our culture with attitudes and acts of destructive aggression? 

But an aroused conscience is not enough if it does not stimulate a 
systematic search for an answer. Mankind has paid too dearly for its 
naive faith in the automatic effect of the mere passage of time: incanta¬ 
tions have really never dispelled storms, disaster, pestilence, disease or 
other evils; nor does he who torments another cease his torture out of 
sheer boredom with his victim. 

Prejudice is one of the problems of our times for which everyone has 
a theory but no one an answer. Every man, in a sense, believes that he 
is his own social scientist, for social science is the stuff of everyday 
living. The progress of science can perhaps be charted by the advances 
that scientists have made over commonsense notions of phenomena. In 
an effort to advance beyond mere commonsense approaches to problems 
of intergroup conflict, the American Jewish Committee in May, 1944, 
invited a group of American scholars of various backgrounds and dis¬ 
ciplines to a two-day conference on religious and racial prejudice. At 
this meeting, a research program was outlined which would enlist 
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scientific method in the cause of seeking solutions to this crucial problem. 
Two levels of research were recommended. One was more limited in 
scope and geared to the recurring problems faced by educational 
agencies; e.g., the study of public reaction to selected current events, 
and the evaluation of various techniques and methods such as those 
involved in mass media of communication as they impinge upon inter¬ 
group relationships. The other level suggested was one of basic research, 
basic in that it should eventually result in additions to organized knowl¬ 
edge in this field. The first level frequently consists of a large number 
of small studies, limited in scope and focused sharply on a given issue. 
In practice, we have found that the “goodness” of our smaller studies 
was proportional to our ingenuity in so devising them that they, too, 
could contribute basically to knowledge. The chief difference between 
the two levels of research—sometimes loosely called “short-range” and 
“long-range” research—seems largely to be due to the immediacy of 
implementation of findings as program-related or unrelated, rather than 
to differences in methodology, skills and techniques. On both levels, it 
is necessary to pursue an interdisciplinary approach to research problems. 

To further research on both levels, the American Jewish Committee 
established a Department of Scientific Research, headed in turn by each 
of us. The department saw its responsibility not only in itself initiating 
fundamental studies in the phenomenon of prejudice, but also in helping 
to stimulate new studies. 

The present series of volumes represents the first fruits of this effort. 
In a sense, the initial five volumes constitute one unit, an integrated 
whole, each part of which illuminates one or another facet of the phe¬ 
nomenon we call prejudice. Three of the books deal with those elements 
in the personality of modem man that predispose him to reactions of 
hostility to racial and religious groups. They attempt answers to the 
questions: What is there in the psychology of the individual that renders 
him “prejudiced” or “unprejudiced,” that makes him more or less likely 
to respond favorably to the agitation of a Goebbels or a Gerald K. 
Smith? The volume on The Authoritarian Personality by Adorno, Frenkel- 
Brunswik, Levinson and Sanford, based upon a combination of research 
techniques, suggests one answer. It demonstrates that there is a close 
correlation between a number of deep-rooted personality traits, and overt 
prejudice. The study has also succeeded in producing an instrument for 
measuring these traits among various strata of the population. 

Within a more limited range of inquiry, the same question was asked 
with respect to two specific groups. The study on Dynamics of Prejudice, 
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by Bettelheim and Janowitz, considers the connection between personality 
traits and prejudice among war veterans. Here the investigators were 
able to examine the impact of the war experience, with its complex 
anxieties and tensions, as an added factor of major significance affecting 
tens of millions of people. Anti-Semitism and Emotional Disorder, by 
Ackerman and Jahoda, is based upon case histories of a number of 
individuals, from different walks of life, who have received intensive 
psychotherapy. The special significance of this study lies precisely in the 
analytical source of the material, in the availability of a body of evidence 
dealing with phenomena beneath the realm of the conscious and the 
rational, and illuminating the correlation established in more general 
terms in the basic investigation of the authoritarian personality. 

The other important factor in prejudice is of course the social situation 
itself, i.e., the external stimuli to which the predispositions within the in¬ 
dividual have reacted and continue to react. Nazi Germany is the vivid 
example of the effect of the social situation, and it is to the understanding 
of the roots of Nazi anti-Semitism and thence to the present task of demo¬ 
cratic reorientation in Germany that Rehearsal for Destruction by 
Massing is directed. 

In Prophets of Deceit, by Lowenthal and Guterman, the role of the 
agitator is studied. The agitator’s technique of persuasion, the mecha¬ 
nism of mediation that translates inchoate feeling into specific belief and 
action make up the theme of that volume. As mediator between the world 
and the individual psyche, the agitator molds already existing prejudices 
and tendencies into overt doctrines and ultimately into overt action. 

It may strike the reader that we have placed undue stress upon the 
personal and the psychological rather than upon the social aspect of 
prejudice. This is not due to a personal preference for psychological 
analysis nor to a failure to see that the cause of irrational hostility is in 
the last instance to be found in social frustration and injustice. Our aim 
is not merely to describe prejudice but to explain it in order to help in 
its eradication. That is the challenge we would meet. Eradication means 
re-education, scientifically planned on the basis of understanding scien¬ 
tifically arrived at. And education in a strict sense is by its nature personal 
and psychological. Once we understand, for example, how the war 
experience may in some cases have strengthened personality traits pre¬ 
disposed to group hatred, the educational remedies may follow logically. 
Similarly, to expose the psychological tricks in the arsenal of the agitator 
may help to immunize his prospective victims against them. 

Since the completion of these studies the Department of Scientific 
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Research of the American Jewish Committee has moved ahead into areas 
of research in which the unit of study is the group, the institution, the 
community rather than the individual. Fortified by a better knowledge of 
individual dynamics, we are now concerned with achieving a better 
understanding of group dynamics. For we recognize that the individual 
in vacuo is but an artifact; even in the present series of studies, although 
essentially psychological in nature, it has been necessary to explain 
individual behavior in terms of social antecedents and concomitants. 
The second stage of our research is thus focused upon problems of group 
pressures and the sociological determinants of roles in given social 
situations. We seek answers to such questions as: Why does an individual 
behave in a “tolerant” manner in one situation and in a “bigoted” manner 
in another situation? To what extent may certain forms of intergroup 
conflict, which appear on the surface to be based upon ethnic difference, 
be based upon other factors, using ethnic difference as content? 

The authors of the volumes and the many colleagues upon whose 
experience and assistance they have been able to draw have widely 
differing professional interests. This is immediately reflected in the var¬ 
ious techniques they have used, even in the way they write. Some of the 
books are more technical, others more “readable.” We have pot sought 
uniformity. A search for the truth conducted with the best techniques of 
contemporary social sciences was our sole aim. Yet through all this diver¬ 
sity of method a significant measure of agreement has been achieved. 

The problem requires a much more extensive and much more sustained 
effort than any single institution or any small group such as ours, could 
hope to put forth. It was our hope that whatever projects we could 
undertake would not only be contributions in themselves, but would also 
serve to stimulate active interest in continued study by other scholars. 
With deep satisfaction we have watched the steady increase in scientific 
publications in this field in the past few years. We believe that any study 
that bears upon this central theme, if carried! out in a truly scientific 
spirit, cannot help but bring us closer to the theoretical, and ultimately 
to the practical, solution for reducing intergroup prejudice and hatred. 

This foreword to Studies in Prejudice would not be complete without 
a tribute to the vision and leadership of Dr. John Slawson, Executive 
Vice-President of the American Jewish Committee, who was responsible 
for calling the conference of scholars and for establishing the Department 
of Scientific Research. Both editors owe Dr. Slawson a debt of gratitude 
for the inspiration, guidance, and stimulation which he gave them. 

Max Hobkheimer 

Samuel H. Flowerman 
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INTRODUCTION 


Ideologies and ideological manifestations may be measured, or they may 
be understood as qualities, as meaningful structural units. Both techniques 
of content analysis lead the scientist to insights into the roots of social 
problems, in this case, of group prejudice and discrimination. This book 
by Leo Lowenthal and Norbert Guterman is confined to qualitative 
analysis. Not the frequency of the ideas, formulas and devices to be 
found in agitational material, but the meaning of demagogy, of its 
techniques and appeals, its arguments and its personalities, is the theme. 

While the study employs many psycho-analytical concepts, in fact it is 
devoted not so much to the private physiognomy of the agitator as to 
the psychological content and significance of his behavior. It seeks to 
cast light on the inner, and often unconscious, mechanisms at which 
agitation is directed. But all this must be understood sociologically. 
Though the demagogue plays upon psychological predispositions with 
psychological weapons, the predispositions themselves and the aims at 
which he is striving are socially created. 

It is only the highly developed social situation which sets our dema¬ 
gogue apart from his numerous predecessors back through the centuries 
and millennia. Demagogy makes its appearance whenever a democratic 
society is threatened with internal destruction. In a general sense, its 
function has always been the same, to lead the masses toward goals that 
run counter to their basic interests. And this function accounts for the 
irrationality of demagogy; the psychological techniques it employs have 
a definite social basis. 

Today, under the conditions of a highly industrialized society, con¬ 
sumption is largely determined by production even in the field of 
ideologies. Attitudes and reactive behavior are often “manufactured.’* 
The people do not “choose” them freely but accept them under the pres¬ 
sure of power, real or imaginary. Study of the people themselves there¬ 
fore does not suffice. The nature of the stimuli must be studied along 
with the reactions if we are to grasp the true significance of the phenom- 
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ena of mass behavior. Otherwise, one might erroneously attribute to an 
underlying frame of public mind jvhat may in fact be the product of 
calculated techniques of communication. 

None of the specific techniques of agitation can be judged outside then- 
political and social contexts. Their specific significance as a means of anti¬ 
democratic mass manipulation lies solely within the structural unity of 
the pattern this book seeks to formulate. 

It is notable, for example, that the contemporary agitator, the expert 
propagandist who has assumed the role of leader, dwells incessantly on 
his own person. He portrays himself as both leader and common man. By 
suggesting that he too is a victim of sinister social forces, by display¬ 
ing his own weakness as it were, he helps conceal from his followers 
the very possibility of independent thinking and autonomous decision. 
He sets the pattern for that most contemporary phenomenon, the de- 
individualized, incoherent, and fully malleable personality structure 
into which anti-democratic forces seek to transform man. 

The content of present-day demagogy is obviously empty, accidental 
and entirely subordinate to manipulative considerations. Our homegrown 
agitators, in the absence of an American tradition of nationalistic aggres¬ 
siveness, created an artificial fusion with Italian and German fascist 
notions. They have also borrowed from certain forms of religious revival¬ 
ism, without regard to any specific content, forms which exploit such rigid 
stereotypes as the distinction between the "damned” and the “saved.” 
The modem American agitator has put these old-fashioned techniques 
to very good use. 

“Good use?” the reader may well ask with some incredulity. American 
hatemongers are at present at a low point in influence and prestige. Even 
at the peak of their strength before the war, they failed to build a unified 
organization or to win substantial financial backing. 

This is true, of course. But because the emphasis of the book is on 
the meaning of the phenomena under analysis, the agitator should be 
studied in the light of his potential effectiveness within the context of 
present-day society and its dynamics, rather than in terms of his immedi¬ 
ate effectiveness. Although overt anti-Semitic agitation is at an ebb, it 
is important to study its content and techniques as examples of modem 
mass manipulation in its most sinister form. 

This volume does not exaggerate the immediate importance of Amer¬ 
ican demagogy, nor does it pretend to offer a photographic picture of the 
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political realities of the day. Instead, it places under the microscope 
certain phenomena that may seem negligible at first sight, and by thus 
enlarging the most extreme and apparently unrealistic manifestations of 
anti-democratic behavior, it gains diagnostic insight into the latent threat 
against democracy. 


Max Horkheimer 




PREFACE 


Before and during the past war Americans were amazed to find that 
there existed in their midst a number of individuals who strikingly 
resembled the local Nazi fiihrers of the 1920’s in Germany. Most of 
these openly expressed admiration for Hitler and Mussolini, were rabidly 
anti-Semitic, and indulged in intensive vituperation of our national 
leaders. In addition, most of them headed small “movements” and 
published periodicals. They all made frequent political speeches, and 
some gave comfort and aid to our enemies. 

It is this type of self-appointed popular spokesman that is designated 
by the term “agitator” in the present study. No attempt has been made 
here to cover the history of political agitation in all its aspects or to 
analyze other forms of contemporary propagandistic manipulation of 
popular psychology, indigenous or imported. 

The conventional image of the American agitator is that of an Ameri¬ 
can copy of a foreign model. He is usually thought of as a crackpot 
whose appeals and goals derive neither from domestic conditions nor 
from native attitudes. Seen thus as a kind of foreign agent, the agitator 
has usually been fought by the method of exposure. His nefarious pur¬ 
poses and affiliations as well as the obvious internal inconsistencies in 
his statements have often been pointed out. Underlying this view of 
the agitator—and its attendant strategy of exposure—is the assumption 
that he can succeed in enlisting public support only through deception, 
his utterances serving merely to camouflage his true aims. Expose his 
tricks, it is held, and you reduce him to helplessness.* 

In this study of American agitation we have tried to demonstrate that 
the conventional image of the agitator is not a faithful portrait, that it 

*A pioneering exception is the study. The Fine Art of Propaganda (edited by 
Alfred McClung Lee and Elizabeth Briant Lee, New York, 1939, and publi hed 
under the auspices of the Institute for Propaganda Analysis). The authors sensed 
the need for a content analysis of agitational output and succeeded in isolating a 
nu her of central rhetorical devices used by the agitator. 

Another interesting study along these lines is “The Technique of Propaganda 
for Reaction: Gerald L. K. Smith's Radio Speeches” by Morris Janowitz, Public 
Opinion Quarterly, 1944, pp. 84-93. 
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differs from the picture which emerges from a careful study of his texts. 
These texts serve as the sole basis of the present study; but since we 
believe that the) agitator often relies upon unconscious mechanisms to 
build instruments for manipulating his audience, we have tried to probe 
beneath the manifest content of his speeches and writings to disinter 
their latent content. 

We have sought to extract what is common in the, various agita¬ 
tional texts; on the whole, we have ignored the differences. From a 
mass of writings and speeches by America’s notorious agitators we have 
drawn the most significant characteristics of the different types of those 
who are sophisticated and intellectual in their approach as well as of 
those who are naive and primitive; of those who come from industrial 
areas and of those who come from rural America. In the overwhelming 
majority of instances, the quotations used in this book can easily be found 
as recurrent themes in the agitational material. 

The idea of studying agitation as a surface manifestation of deeper 
social and psychological currents was conceived by Max Horkheimer, 
Director of the Institute of Social Research. The Institute has conducted 
research along these lines since 1940 through pilot studies by Theodor 
W. Adorno, Leo Lowenthal, and Paul W. Massing. The present study, 
based partly upon these previous investigations, was undertaken in 
cooperation with the Department of Scientific Research of the American 
Jewish Committee, to whom the authors are indebted for continued 
encouragement and interest. Although they have drawn freely upon the 
earlier studies of the Institute on the subject, especially that of Adorno, 
the authors take full responsibility for their interpretations and conclusions. 
Obviously, only a certain degree of probability can be claimed for con¬ 
clusions about latent content. A merely textual analysis cannot determine 
with precision which of several possible meanings an audience might 
ascribe to a given theme. We recognize that our interpretations cannot 
claim to represent actual audience reactions. Rather, our purpose here 
has been to establish hypotheses on possible reactions. We believe that 
this approach may pave the way for an empirical exploration of the 
psychology of the agitator and for field work on his actual effects upon 
audiences. Methodologically, this study is frankly experimental; it 
touches a field that has been hardly explored. 1 * 

* Cf. Max Horkheimer, “Egoismus and Freiheitsbewegung," in Zeitschrift fur 
Sozialforschung, V:161-234 (1936). This study on the psychological background of 
various liberation movements in modem history has set the historical frame of 
reference for our book. 
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We wish to express our appreciation and thanks to associates and 
friends who were unsparing of their time and effort in helping us with 
this book. To Dr. Adorno, Professor Edward N. Barnhart of the Uni¬ 
versity of California, Dr. Horkheimer, Dr. Paul Massing, Professors 
Paul F. Lazarsfeld, Robert K. Merton and C. Wright Mills of Columbia 
University, and Professor Hans Speier of the Rand Corporation who were 
kind enough to read the entire draft, we are deeply grateful for their 
comments and constructive criticism. Dr. Ernst Kris of the New School 
of Social Research, Dr. S. Kracauer, as well as Miss Thelma Herman, Dr. 
Herta Herzog and Joseph Klapper gave us valuable suggestions on 
methodological and sociological problems. 

In the selection of the representative agitators and the quoted 
texts, various organizations prominent in the task of combatting anti¬ 
democratic propaganda have given us generous assistance. For making 
source material available we wish to express special thanks to Leon 
Lewis of Los Angeles and to Miss Ellen Posner of the Library of Jewish 
Information in New York. Mrs. Edith Kriss of the Institute showed 
exceptional devotion in the complicated and thankless task of organizing 
voluminous files of material. To Irving Howe we owe much for his help 
in preparing the final manuscript. 

Leo Lowenthal 
Norbert Gutebman 

Institute of Social Research 
December, 1948 




CHAPTER I 


THE THEMES OF AGITATION 


THE AGITATOR SPEAKS 

When will the plain, ordinary, sincere, sheeplike people of 
America awaken to the fact that their common affairs are being 
arranged and run for them by aliens. Communists, crackpots, 
refugees, renegades. Socialists, termites, and traitors P These alien 
enemies of America are like the parasitic insect which lays his 
egg inside the cocoon of a butterfly, devours the larvae and, 
when the cocoon opens, instead of a butterfly we find a pest, 
a parasite. 

Oh, this is a clever scheme and if the American people don’t 
get busy and fight it the whole vicious thing will be slipped over 
on you without your knotting what hit you. A comprehensive 
and carefully planned conspiracy, directed by a powerfully or¬ 
ganized clique, and operating through official and semiofficial 
channels, has been in continuous existence since the days of 
Nimrod of Babylon, and is the ever lurking enemy of the peo¬ 
ple’s liberty. Remember at all times that the tactics employed by 
these usurpers of Christian liberties will be to create horror and 
panic by exhibitions of maximum brutalities. (How would you 
like to have the bloodstream of your baby, or your son, or 
daughter, or wife polluted by dried blood collected from Jews, 
Negroes, and criminals?) It will be only ordinary sense at the 
first announcements of trouble for all householders to have sev¬ 
eral large receptacles for storing drinking water on their 
premises so that ravages of thirst may not add to the general 
ordeal. 

Hitler and Hitlerism are the creatures of Jewry and Judaism. 
The merciless programs of abuse which certain Jews and their 
satellites work upon people who are not in full agreement with 
them create terrible reactions. 1 am not justifying the reactions 
and 1 am not condoning the reactions; 1 am merely explaining 

i 
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them. Have the Jews forgotten that the more they organize ma¬ 
terially against their opponents, the more assaults will increase 
and the closer they are to persecution? 

Remember, these Jews expect to show no mercy to Christians. 
What is to prevent Jewish gangsters from doing damage to syna¬ 
gogues on purpose so as to create apparent justification for 
retaliation—in which Christian Americans, who know too much 
and have displayed too much courage, would be picked up dead 
in or near synagogues? 

We know what the stuffed shirts and reactionaries will say. 
They will say we are crackpots. They will say that this program 
will appeal only to the lunatic fringe. But surely it is not anti- 
Semitism to seek the truth. Or is it? 

What’s wrong? I’ll tell you what is wrong. We have robbed 
man of his liberty. We have imprisoned him behind the iron bars 
of bureaucratic persecution. We have taunted the American busi¬ 
nessman until he is afraid to sign his name to a pay check for 
fear he is violating some bureaucratic rule that will call for the 
surrender of a bond, the appearance before a committee, the 
persecution before some Washington board, or even imprison¬ 
ment itself. 

While we have dissipated and persecuted management, we 
have stood idly by and watched a gang of racketeers, radicals, 
and conspirators regiment our workers in the name of organized 
labor into a dues-paying conspiracy designed in Moscow to re¬ 
cruit workers for what they hope would become the American 
Red Revolution. 

We are going to take this government out of the hands of 
these city-slickers and give it back to the people that still believe 
that 2 and 2 is 4, that God is in his heaven and the Bible is the 
Word. Down must come those who live in luxury, the laws that 
have protected the favored few, and those politicians who are 
disloyal to the voters! 

Whenever a legislative body meets, liberties of the people are 
endangered by subtle and active interests. Lust for power, finan¬ 
cial and political, is the ever-lurking enemy of the people’s 
liberty. There is a deserved odium resting upon the word “lib¬ 
eral.” Whether applied to Religion, Morals, or Politics, “Liberal¬ 
ism” is destructive of all fundamental values. In matters 
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pertaining to Religion, Liberalism leads to Atheism. In Morals, 
it leads to Nudism. In Politics, it leads to Anarchy. In the frame¬ 
work of a democracy the great mass of decent people do not 
realize what is going on when their interests are betrayed. This 
is a day to return to the high road, to the main road that leads 
to the preservation of our democracy and to the traditions of 
our republic. 

Alien-minded plutocrats roll in wealth, bathe in liquor, sur¬ 
round themselves with the seduced daughters of America, and 
cooperate in all schemes to build up pro-Communist and anti- 
Christian sentiment. America, the vain — America, the proud — 
America, the nation of gluttons and spenders and drinkers. 
When Harry Hopkins got married, Mr. Baruch arranged the 
party. There were seven kinds of meat served — twenty-two 
kinds of food, and it had cost Barney Baruch $122 a plate; and 
they drank of the vintage of ’26. You talk about the drunken 
orgies of history—we expect Capone to live like that, but as 
long as 1 am a Christian soul, I will not be governed by a man 
like that. That’s what they do not want me to say. That’s why I 
am such a bad man. Because I say what you all want to say and 
haven t got the guts to say. 

We leaders are risking our lives to write a new page in Ameri¬ 
can history. We propose without further ado, without equivoca¬ 
tion, without any silly sentimentality sometimes known as Tol¬ 
erance, to emasculate the debauchers within the social body and 
reestablish America on a basis where this spoliation can never 
again be repeated. I am attempting to speak one hundred times 
between the sixth of August and the fifteenth of September. 
This would be physically impossible for most men but thanks 
to the temperate and Christian life of my mother and father, 
1 have been given a strong body and strong constitution. Even 
so, there will be nights that I will drop to the bed almost like a 
dead man, 1 will be so fatigued and exhausted. But I’ll never 
throw mud at my opponent ... I am led by the ethics and 
morals of Christ. 

We are coming to the crossroads where we must decide 
whether we are going to preserve law and order and decency or 
whether we are going to be sold down the river to these Red 
traitors who are undermining America. 
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This meeting is not a lecture course, it is not an open forum ... 
we are making history here today. This is a crusade. I don’t 
know how we can carry on without money. All we want is 
money from enthusiastic friends. 

BACKGROUND FOR SEDUCTION 

The agitator’s harangue 0 may appear simply as the raving of a maniac 
—and may be ignored as such. Yet speeches and articles that voice es¬ 
sentially the same ideas and are couched in similar language do attract 
steady audiences in this country, if, for the time being, only small ones. 
What are the social and psychological implications of such materials? 

American agitation is in a fluid stage. Some agitators have occasionally 
come fairly close to the national political scene. Acting on the assump¬ 
tion that America was nearing a grave crisis, they have tried to build a 
mass movement—with most notable success during the years of the 
New Deal and shortly before America’s entry into the war. But by and 
large this has been the exception. 

Far more numerous are those less conspicuous agitators who are 
active locally and who, far from evoking the image of a leader wor¬ 
shipped by masses of followers, rather suggest a quack medicine sales¬ 
man. Their activity has many characteristics of a psychological racket: 
they play on vague fears or expectations of a radical change. Some of 
these agitators hardly seem to take their own ideas seriously, and it is 
likely that their aim is merely to make a living by publishing a paper or 
holding meetings.! What they give their admission-paying audience is a 
kind of act—something between a tragic recital and a clownish panto¬ 
mime—rather than a political speech. Discussion of political topics in¬ 
variably serves them as an occasion for vague and violent vituperation 
and often seemingly irrelevant personal abuse. The line between ambi¬ 
tious politician and small-time peddler of discontent is hard to draw, for 
there are many intermediary types. What is important, however, is that 
American agitation finds itself in a preliminary stage in which movement 
and racket may blend. 

Whatever the differences among American agitators, they all belong 

* The italicized speech is a composite of actual statements made by American 
agitators. Except for the punctuation, everything—words, thoughts, appeals—is all 
theirs. 

t Compare the excellent study by J. V. Martin, “A Gentleman from Indiana," in 
Harper’s Magazine, January, 1947, p. 66. 
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to the same species. Even the unforewarned listener or reader is immedi¬ 
ately struck by the unmistakable similarity of their content and tone. A 
careful examination of agitational speeches and writings shows that this 
similarity is not accidental but that it is based on a unifying pattern—on 
certain recurrent motifs, the constants of agitation. Since these are not 
explicitly stated as such, the agitation analyst’s first task is to isolate 
them. This then is the basic task of the present study: to discover the 
social and psychological strains of agitation by means of isolating and 
describing its fundamental themes. 

As differentiated from propagandistic slogans, agitational themes di¬ 
rectly reflect the audience’s predispositions. The agitator does not con¬ 
front his audience from the outside; he seems rather like someone arising 
from its midst to express its innermost thoughts. He works, so to speak, 
from inside the audience, stirring up what lies dormant there. 

The themes are presented with a frivolous air. The agitator’s statements 
are often ambiguous and unserious. It is difficult to pin him down to 
anything and he gives the impression that he is deliberately playacting. 
He seems to be trying to leave himself a margin of uncertainty, a possi¬ 
bility of retreat in case any of his improvisations fall flat. He does not 
commit himself for he is willing, temporarily at least, to juggle his no¬ 
tions and test his powers. Moving in a twilight zone between the respect¬ 
able and the forbidden, he is ready to use any device, from jokes to 
doubletalk to wild extravagances. 

This apparent unseriousness is, however, concerned with very serious 
matters. In his relationship to the audience the agitator tries to establish 
a tentative understanding which will lead to nothing less than seduction. 
There is a sort of unconscious complicity or collaboration between him 
and the listeners; as in cases of individual seduction neither partner is 
entirely passive, and it is not always clear who initiates the seduction. In 
seduction there operates not only mistaken notions or errors of judgment 
which are the result of ruses but also, and predominantly, psychological 
factors that reflect the deep conscious and unconscious involvement of 
both parties. This relationship is present in all the themes of agitation. 

When the serpent suggests to Eve that she eat the forbidden fruit, Eve 
knows that she would thereby be violating God’s commandment. The 
serpent does not present an idea completely alien to her; he plays rather 
upon her latent desire to do the forbidden, which is, in turn, based on her 
inner rebellion against the commandment. 
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WORKING ON THE AUDIENCE 

Agitation may be viewed as a specific type of public activity and the 
agitator as a specific type of “advocate of social change”—a concept that 
will serve us as a convenient frame of reference. 

The immediate cause of the activity of an “advocate of social change” 
is a social condition that a section of the population feels to be iniquitous 
or frustrating. This discontent he articulates by pointing out its pre¬ 
sumed causes. He proposes to defeat the social groups held responsible 
for perpetuating the social condition that gives rise to discontent. Fi¬ 
nally, he promotes a movement capable of achieving this objective, and 
he proposes himself as its leader. 

Here then are the four general categories under which the output of 
any “advocate of social change” can be classified: Discontent, The Op¬ 
ponent, The Movement, and The Leader. Significant variations in the 
categories can be used to isolate subclasses; an especially useful division 
is to break down “advocate of social change” into “reformer” or “revolu¬ 
tionary,” depending on whether the discontent is seen as circumscribed 
in area or as involving the whole social structure. 

Unlike the usual advocate of social change, the agitator, while ex¬ 
ploiting a state of discontent, does not try to define the nature of that 
discontent by means of rational concepts. Rather does he increase his 
audience’s disorientation by destroying all rational guideposts and by 
proposing that they instead adopt seemingly spontaneous modes of be¬ 
havior. The opponent he singles out has no discemibly rational features. 
His movement is diffuse and vague, and he does not appeal to any well- 
defined social group. He lays claim to leadership not because he under¬ 
stands the situation better than others but because he has suffered more 
than they have. The general purpose of his activity, be it conscious or not, 
is to modify the spontaneous attitudes of his listeners so that they become 
passively receptive to his personal influence. 

It is quite obvious that the agitator does not fit into the reformer type; 
his grievances are not circumscribed, but on the contrary take in every 
area of social life. Nor does he address himself to any distinct social 
group, as does the reformer; except for the small minority he brands as 
enemies, every American is his potential follower. 

Yet he does not fit into the revolutionary group, either. While the dis¬ 
content he articulates takes in all spheres of social life, he never suggests 
that in his view the causes of this discontent are inherent in and insep- 
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arable from the basic social set-up. He refers vaguely to the inadequacies 
and iniquities of the existing social structure, but he does not hold it 
ultimately responsible for social ills, as does the revolutionary. 

He always suggests that what is necessary is the elimination of people 
rather than a change in political structure. Whatever political changes 
may be involved in the process of getting rid of the enemy he sees as a 
means rather than an end. The enemy is represented as acting, so to speak, 
directly on his victims without the intermediary of a social form, such as 
capitalism is defined to be in socialist theory. For instance, although 
agitational literature contains frequent references to unemployment, one 
cannot find in it a discussion of the economic causes of unemployment. 
The agitator lays responsibility on an unvarying set of enemies, whose 
evil character or sheer malice is at the bottom of social maladjustment. 

Sometimes, these internationalists [a few international financiers] are not 
even interested in price or profit. They use their monopoly control to determine 
the living standards of peoples. They would rather see unemployment, closed 
factories and mines, and widespread poverty, if they might see the fulfillment 
of their own secret plans. 1 

Unlike the reformer or revolutionary the agitator makes no effort to 
trace social dissatisfaction to a clearly definable cause. The whole idea of 
objective cause tends to recede into the background, leaving only on one 
end the subjective feeling of dissatisfaction and on the other the personal 
enemy held responsible for it. As a result, his reference to an objective 
situation seems less the basis of a complaint than a vehicle for a complaint 
rooted in other, less visible causes. 

This impression is confirmed when we observe with what facility the 
agitator picks up issues from current political discussions and uses them 
for his own purposes. Throughout the past sixteen years, despite the 
extraordinary changes witnessed in American life, the agitator kept 
grumbling and vituperating in the same basic tone. Unlike political par¬ 
ties, he never had to change his “general line.” When unemployment was 
of general concern, he grumbled about that; when the government insti¬ 
tuted public works to relieve unemployment, he joined those who in¬ 
veighed against boondoggling. 

Sensational news items supply him with occasions for branding the 
evil character of the enemy: 

The death of General George S. Patton, Jr., remains a mystery. He was a 
careful driver. He admonished all who drove for him to drive carefully. He 
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was known to be wise and cautious in traffic. He was killed by a truck that 
charged into him from a side road. 

He opposed the Morgenthau Plan. He was against the liquidation of the 
German race merely because they were Germans. He refused to be dominated 
and bulldozed by revengeful Jews. He had promised to blow off the lid if he 
ever returned to the United States. Some people doubt if his death was an 
accident . 2 

His imagination does not shy away from obvious incongruities: 

Suppose—that the Third International had issued secret formulae and techni¬ 
cal instructions to a handpicked personnel of the Communist Party in all coun¬ 
tries. . . . 

Do you remember a couple of years ago that a mysterious gas cloud of 
drifting death fell upon northern France and Belgium and floated across the 
channel and up the Thames even to London itself? . . . 

Do you know that even in Free America at the present moment, stark and 
violent Death waits upon the footsteps of men who know such facts and give 
them effectively to the public ? 3 

It should by now be clear that the agitator is neither a reformer nor a 
revolutionary. His complaints do refer to social reality but not in terms 
of rational concepts. When the reformer and revolutionary articulate the 
original complaint, they supplant predominating emotional by intellec¬ 
tual elements. The relationship between complaint and experience in 
agitation is rather indirect and nonexplicit. 

The reformer and revolutionary generalize the audience’s rudimentary 
attitudes into a heightened awareness of its predicament. The original 
complaints become sublimated and socialized. The direction and psy¬ 
chological effects of the agitator’s activity are radically different. The 
energy spent by the reformer and revolutionary to lift the audience’s 
ideas and emotions to a higher plane of awareness is used by the agitator 
to exaggerate and intensify the irrational elements in the original 
complaint. 

The following incident illustrates the difference between the two ap¬ 
proaches. In a crowded New York bus a woman complained loudly that 
she was choking, that she was pushed and squeezed by other passengers, 
and added that “something should be done about it.” ( A typical inarticu¬ 
late complaint.) A second passenger observed: “Yes, it’s terrible. The bus 
company should assign more busses to this route. If we did something 
about it, we might get results.” ( The solution of a reformer or revolu¬ 
tionary. The inarticulate expression of the complainant is translated into 
an objective issue—in this case “the faulty organization of the transpor■ 



THE THEMES OF AGITATION 


9 

taiion services that can be remedied by appropriate collective action.”) 
But then a third passenger angrily declared: “This has nothing to do with 
the bus company. It’s all those foreigners who don’t even speak good 
English. They should be sent back where they came from.” ( The solu¬ 
tion of the agitator who translates the original complaint not into an 
issue for action against an established authority, but into the theme of 
the vicious foreigners.) 

In contradistinction to all other programs of social change, the explicit 
content of agitational material is in the last analysis incidental—it is like 
the manifest content of dreams. The primary function of the agitator’s 
words is to release reactions of gratification or frustration whose total 
effect is to make the audience subservient to his personal leadership. 

It is true that the agitator sometimes appears to introduce concepts 
that were not originally present in the audience’s complaints. But these 
are not the result of an objective analysis. When the agitator denounces 
government bureaucrats for the privations of wartime rationing, he does 
so not because he has discovered any causal relationship between the two 
but rather because he knows that there is a potential resentment against 
bureaucrats for reasons that have nothing to do with rationing. The ap¬ 
pearance of an intellectual distance between the agitator and the audi¬ 
ence is deceptive: instead of opposing the “natural” current, the agitator 
lets himself be carried by it. He neglects to distinguish between the in¬ 
significant and the significant; no complaint, no resentment is too small 
for the agitator’s attention. What he generalizes is not an intellectual 
perception; what he produces is not the intellectual awareness of the 
predicament, but an aggravation of the emotion itself. 

Instead of building an objective correlate of his audience’s dissatisfac¬ 
tion, the agitator tends to present it through a fantastic and extraordinary 
image, which is an enlargement of the audience’s own projections. The 
agitator’s solutions may seem incongruous and morally shocking, but they 
are always facile, simple, and final, like daydreams. Instead of the specific 
effort the reformer and revolutionary demand, the agitator seems to 
require only the willingness to relinquish inhibitions. And instead of 
helping his followers to sublimate the original emotion, the agitator gives 
them permission to indulge in anticipatory fantasies in which they 
violently discharge those emotions against alleged enemies. 

Sometimes this hostility takes on paranoiac overtones. The change of 
the shape of traffic lights in New York City, for instance, may inspire the 
following remarks: 
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What a shock it must be to the descendants of the STAR OF DAVID to 
see all traffic signal lights in the Five Boroughs of Greater New York being 
changed, for the duration, from the full red and green circular light, about 
6 inches in diameter, now to show a RED OR GREEN CROSS, for or against 
traffic. This change is made in the DIMOUT idea, but the use of the CROSS 
is the work of our Engineering Department of the N. Y. Police, so the Jews 
can be reminded that this is a Christian Nation. 4 

The reformer or revolutionary concentrates on an analysis of the situa¬ 
tion and tends to ignore irrational or subconscious elements. But the 
agitator appeals primarily to irrational or subconscious elements at the 
expense of the rational and analytical. 



CHAPTER II 


SOCIAL MALAISE 


The first and most natural task that confronts a student of any move¬ 
ment of social change is to locate the cause of the movement in a specific 
condition of discontent. In most instances the solution of this problem 
presents no difficulties at all—in fact, the advocate of social change him¬ 
self devotes a great part of his energy to articulating this cause. When 
we examine agitation, however, we face an entirely different situation. 
That the agitator wants to exploit existing discontent is obvious enough: 
he seems always to be addressing people who are smarting under the 
harshest injustice and whose patience has been strained to the breaking 
point. But whenever the investigator scans the texts of agitation and, on 
the basis of his experience in studying other kinds of social movements, 
tries to discover what is the discontent it articulates, he is consistently 
disappointed. 

The difficulty is not that agitation fails to provide him with answers, 
but rather that it answers a question he did not ask: whenever he asks 
what he is answered as if he had asked who. He finds numerous vituper¬ 
ative and indignant references to enemies, but nowhere can he find a 
clearly defined objective condition from which the agitator’s audience 
presumably suffers. At best, agitation provides the investigator with 
contradictory or inconsistent references to such alleged conditions. Un¬ 
less we decide that the agitator is simply a lunatic we must assume that, 
although a sense of discontent exists, he, unlike other advocates of social 
change, is either unable or unwilling to state it explicitly. Hence, the 
agitation analyst faces the task of himself explicating the state of discon¬ 
tent to which the agitator refers. 

A CATALOGUE OF GRIEVANCES 

Even a cursory glance at agitational material shows that any attempt 
to analyze it by methods that help discover the purposes of the revolu- 
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tionary or the reformer could lead only to an impasse. If we try to classify 
the agitator’s complaints in terms of the simplest categories, we obtain 
approximately the following picture: 

1. Economic Grievances. The agitator roams freely over every area of 
economic life. He may begin anywhere at all. Too much help is being 
extended to foreign nations. “If we have any money to offer for nothing, 
or to loan, or to give away, we had better give it to our own first. Of 
course, that is old fashioned.” 1 

Not only are foreigners taking our money, they also threaten our jobs. 
“People born in America have to commit suicide because they have 
nothing to eat while refugees get their jobs.” 2 

Behind such injustices stand “The International Bankers, who devised 
and control our money system, [and] are guilty of giving us unsound 
money.” 3 

Such situations constitute a danger to the American way of life, for 
“what is more likely to follow many years of Nudeal communistic confis¬ 
catory taxation, wool-less, metal-less, auto-less regimentation and planned 
scarcities than our finally becoming stripped by necessity to Nudism?” 4 

2. Political Grievances. International commitments by the United 
States government jeopardize political liberties. “Like Russia, the United 
States is suffering from the scourge of internationalism.” 5 The American 
people are warned: “Be not duped by the internationalists who dwell 
amongst us.” 6 

Of course it is only reasonable that “treaties and agreements . . . shall 
be reached with other nations, but . . . we want no world court and no 
world congress made up of a few Orientals and a few Russians and a 
few Europeans and a few British ... to make laws for us to obey. . . .” 7 

From within, this country is threatened by radicalism, which prepares 
strikes that are “dress rehearsals for a forthcoming general strike that is 
meant to paralyze the Nation. . . .” 8 

We face both the danger of a “Soviet America . . . where ... an Aus¬ 
trian-born Felix Frankfurter presides over an unending ‘Moscow trial.’ 
. . .” 9 and the rule of “tyrannical bureaucrats” who if they “could have 
their way completely” would institute a “dictatorship in America as 
merciless as anything on earth.” 10 

3. Cultural Grievances. The agitator is greatly disturbed because the 
media of public information are in the hands of enemies of the nation. 
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.. the Hollywood motion picture industry is being exploited by Russian 
Jewish Communists determined to inject their materialistic propaganda 
into the fresh young minds of our children . . ,” u Hollywood is “largely 
dominated by aliens who have appropriated to their own use the inven¬ 
tions and discoveries of native citizens and who now specialize in specu¬ 
lation, indecency and foreign propaganda.” 12 

‘The American press will never be free” until control “is removed from 
racial, religious and economic pressure groups.” 13 

4. Moral Grievances. The enemies of the agitator are notoriously lax 
in morals: they engage in luxury consumption, they are a “crowd of 
Marxists, refugees, left-wing internationalists who enjoy the cream of the 
country and want the rest of us to go on milkless, butterless, cheeseless 
days while they guzzle champagne.” 14 

And what is most galling of all is that “we gentiles are suckers.” For 
“while we were praying they had their hands in our pockets.” 15 

EMOTIONAL SUBSTRATUM 

This list of diffuse complaints could be lengthened indefinitely; it 
should be sufficient to indicate that the grievances the agitator voices do 
not refer to any clearly delineated material or moral condition. The only 
constant elements discernible in this mass of grievances are references to 
certain emotions or emotional complexes. These may be roughly divided 
as follows: 

Distrust: The agitator plays on his audience’s suspicions of all social 
phenomena impinging on its life in ways it does not understand. Foreign 
refugees cash in on the “gullibility” of Americans, whom he warns not to 
be “duped” by internationalists. Strewn through the output of the agita¬ 
tor are such words as hoax, corrupt, insincere, duped, manipulate. 

Dependence: The agitator seems to assume that he is addressing peo¬ 
ple who suffer from a sense of helplessness and passivity. He plays on the 
ambivalent nature of this complex which on the one hand reflects a 
protest against manipulation and on the other hand a wish to be pro¬ 
tected, to belong to a strong organization or be led by a strong leader. 

Exclusion: The agitator suggests that there is an abundance of material 
and spiritual goods, but that the people do not get what they are entitled 
to. The American taxpayer’s money is used to help everyone but himself 
—“we feed foreigners,” 16 the agitator complains, while we neglect our 
own millions of unemployed. 
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Anxiety: This complex manifests itself in a general premonition of dis¬ 
asters to come, a prominent part of which seems to be the middle-class 
fear of a dislocation of its life by revolutionary action, and its suspicion 
that the moral mainstays of social life are being undermined. The agitator 
speaks of “the darkest hour in American history” 17 and graphically de¬ 
scribes a pervasive sense of fear and insecurity: 

This afternoon America is caught in the throes of fear, apprehension and 
concern. Men are afraid ... to vote, afraid not to vote . . . Our population 
has been caught by the ague and chills of uncertainty. Unless these uncer¬ 
tainties can be removed, unless these fears can be destroyed, we shall never 
have prosperity again. 18 

Disillusionment: This complex is seen in such remarks as the agitator s 
characterization of politics as “make-believe, pretense, pretext, sham, 
fraud, deception, dishonesty, falsehood, hypocrisy. . . ” 19 In fact, “when¬ 
ever a legislative body meets, liberties of the people are endangered by 
subtle and active interests.” 20 Ideological slogans inspire resentment: 
“Democracy A Misnomer, A Trick Word Used by Jew and Communistic 
Internationalists to Confuse and Befuddle American Citizens. . . .” 21 
Values and ideals are enemy weapons, covering up the machinations of 
sinister powers which, “taking advantage of the mass ignorance of our 
people, accomplish their purposes under the cloak of humanitarianism 
and justice.” 22 


THE INDIVIDUAL IN CRISIS 

The analyst of agitation now faces the problem: are these merely 
fleeting, insubstantial, purely accidental and personal emotions blown up 
by the agitator into genuine complaints or are they themselves a constant 
rooted in the social structure? The answer seems unavoidable: these 
feelings cannot be dismissed as either accidental or imposed, they are 
basic to modern society. Distrust, dependence, exclusion, anxiety, and 
disillusionment blend together to form a fundamental condition of mod¬ 
ern life: malaise. 

When we define the discontent utilized by agitation as malaise, we are, 
so to speak, on our own for we cannot justify this definition by explicit 
references to agitational statements. It is an hypothesis, but it is a highly 
plausible one, because its only alternative would be to see the maze of 
agitational statements as a lunatic product beyond analysis. Moreover, it 
helps to account for certain recurrent characteristics of agitation: its 
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diffuseness, its pseudo-spontaneity, its flexibility in utilizing a variety of 
grievances, and its substitution of a personal enemy for an objective 
condition. 

The agitator does not spin his grumblings out of thin air. The modem 
individual’s sense of isolation, his so-called spiritual homelessness, his 
bewilderment in the face of the seemingly impersonal forces of which he 
feds himself a helpless victim, his weakening sense of values—all these 
motifs often recur in modem sociological writings. This malaise reflects 
the stresses imposed on the individual by the profound transformations 
taking place in our economic and social structure—the replacement of 
the class of small independent producers by gigantic industrial bureauc¬ 
racies, the decay of the patriarchal family, the breakdown of primary 
personal ties between individuals in an increasingly mechanized world, 
the compartmentalization and atomization of group life, and the substi¬ 
tution of mass culture for traditional patterns. 

These objective causes have been operating for a long time with 
steadily increasing intensity. They are ubiquitous and apparently perma¬ 
nent, yet they are difficult to grasp because they are only indirectly 
related to specific hardships or frustrations. Their accumulated psycho¬ 
logical effect is something akin to a chronic disturbance, an habitual and 
not clearly defined malaise which seems to acquire a life of its own and 
which the victim cannot trace to any known source. 

On the plane of immediate awareness, the malaise seems to originate 
in the individual’s own depths and is experienced by him as an apparently 
isolated and purely psychic or spiritual crisis. It enhances his sense of 
antagonism to the rest of the world. Those groups in our society that are 
at present most susceptible to agitation seem to experience this malaise 
with particular acuteness—perhaps precisely because they do not con¬ 
front social coercion in its more direct forms. 

Although malaise actually reflects social reality, it also veils and dis¬ 
torts it. Malaise is neither an illusion of the audience nor a mere imposi¬ 
tion by the agitator; it is a psychological symptom of an oppressive 
situation. The agitator does not try to diagnose the relationship of this 
symptom to the underlying social situation. Instead he tricks his audience 
into accepting the very situation that produced its malaise. Under the 
guise of a protest against the oppressive situation, the agitator binds his 
audience to it. Since this pseudo-protest never produces a genuine solu¬ 
tion, it merely leads the audience to seek permanent relief from a perma¬ 
nent predicament by means of irrational outbursts. The agitator does not 
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create the malaise, but he aggravates and fixates it because he bars the 
path to overcoming it. 

Those afflicted by the malaise ascribe social evil not to an unjust or 
obsolete form of society or to a poor organization of an adequate society, 
but rather to activities of individuals or groups motivated by innate im¬ 
pulses. For the agitator these impulses are biological in nature, they func¬ 
tion beyond and above history: Jews, for instance, are evil—a “fact” 
which the agitator simply takes for granted as an inherent condition that 
requires no explanation or development. Abstract intellectual theories do 
not seem to the masses as immediately “real” as their own emotional 
reactions. It is for this reason that the emotions expressed in agitation ap¬ 
pear to function as an independent force, which exists prior to the 
articulation of any particular issue, is expressed by this articulation, and 
continues to exist after it. 

Malaise can be compared to a skin disease. The patient who .suffers 
from such a disease has an instinctive urge to scratch his skin. If he 
follows the orders of a competent doctor, he will refrain from scratching 
and seek a cure for the cause of his itch. But if he succumbs to his un- 
reflective reaction, he will scratch all the more vigorously. This irrational 
exercise of self-violence will give him a certain kind of relief, but it will 
at the same time increase his need to scratch and will in no way cure his 
disease. The agitator says: keep scratching. 

The agitator exploits not primarily the feelings generated by specific 
hardships or frustrations, but more fundamentally those diffuse feelings 
of malaise which pervade all modem life. The malaise which is experi¬ 
enced as an internal psychic condition, can, however, be explained only 
by the social process in its totality. Such an explanation—following the 
classical method of articulating causes of discontent in universal and 
verifiable terms and then proposing definite methods to remove them— 
is beyond the resources of the agitator. 

Here the agitator turns to account what might appear his greatest 
disadvantage—his inability to relate the discontent to an obvious causal 
base. While most other political movements promise a cure for a specific, 
and therefore limited, social ailment, the modern agitator, because he 
himself indirectly voices the malaise, can give the impression that he aims 
to cure some chronic, ultimate condition. And so, he insinuates, while 
others fumble with the symptoms, he attacks the very roots of the disease 
in that he voices the totality of modern feeling. 

Because the malaise originates in the deepest layers of the individual 
psyche, it can appear to be an expression of frustrated spontaneity and 
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essential spiritual needs. The agitator, implicitly working on this assump¬ 
tion, thus claims in effect that he represents the most general interests of 
society, while his opponents, who concern themselves with such limited, 
specific matters as housing or unemployment or wages, represent only 
selfish class interests. He can excoriate the others for their seemingly 
materialistic attitude, since he, on the contrary, has at heart only the 
nation and the race. 

He can thus identify himself with any symbol suggesting spiritual 
spontaneity and, by extension, with any symbol suggesting that he strives 
to gratify suppressed instinctual impulses. He can appear as the enemy 
of those unjust constraints of civilization that operate on a deeper, more 
intimate level than those imposed by social institutions, and he can 
represent himself as a romantic defender of ancient traditions today 
trampled down by modem industrialism. 

This alleged spirituality is vague enough to include or exclude anything 
at all, to be dissociated from history and to be associated with the most 
primitive biological instincts. In its name the agitator can appeal to the 
Promethean energies of sacrifice and promise to satisfy the essential needs 
for participation in communal life, for spiritual security, spontaneity, 
sincerity, and independence. He can easily switch from money and un¬ 
employment to spiritual matters. 

. . . there is something deeper, more substantial which has been removed 
from the foundation of our national fife than the mere loss of money and loss 
of jobs . . . Charity means seeking first the kingdom of God and His justice 
rather than seeking banks filled with gold. 23 

Malaise is a consequence of the depersonalization and permanent in¬ 
security of modem life. Yet it has never been felt among people so 
strongly as in the past few decades. The inchoate protest, the sense of 
disenchantment, and the vague complaints and forebodings that are 
already perceptible in late nineteenth century art and literature have 
been diffused into general consciousness. There they function as a kind 
of vulgarized romanticism, a Weltschmerz in perpetuum, a sickly sense 
of disturbance that is subterranean but explosive. The intermittent and 
unexpected acts of violence on the part of the individual and the similar 
acts of violence to which whole nations can be brought are indices of this 
underground torment. Vaguely sensing that something has gone astray in 
modern life but also strongly convinced that he lacks the power to right 
whatever is wrong (even if it were possible to discover what is wrong), 
the individual lives in a sort of eternal adolescent uneasiness. 

The agitator gravitates toward malaise like a fly to dung. He does not 
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blink its existence as so many liberals do; he finds no comfort in the 
illusion that this is the best of all possible worlds. On the contrary, he 
grovels in it, he relishes it, he distorts and deepens and exaggerates the 
malaise to the point where it becomes almost a paranoiac relationship to 
the external world. For once the agitator’s audience has been driven to 
this paranoiac point, it is ripe for his ministrations. 

The prevalence of malaise in recent decades is reflected in growing 
doubt with relation to those universal beliefs that bound western society 
together.* Religion, the central chord of western society, is today often 
justified even by its most zealous defenders on grounds of expediency. 
Religion is proposed not as a transcendent revelation of the nature of 
man and the world, but as a means of weathering the storms of life, or 
of deepening one’s spiritual experience, or of preserving social order, or 
of warding off anxiety. Its claim to acceptance is that it offers spiritual 
comfort. A similar development may be found in morality. There are 
today no commonly accepted—commonly accepted as a matter of course 
and beyond the need for discussion—moral values. Such a pragmatic 
maxim as “honesty is the best policy” is itself striking evidence of the 
disintegration of moral axioms. And much the same is also true for 
economic concepts: the businessman still believes in fair competition, 
but in his “dream life . . . the sure fix is replacing the open market.”! 

As a result, the old beliefs, even when preserved as ritualistic fetishes, 
have become so hollow that they cannot serve as spurs to conscience or 
internalized sources of authority. Now authority stands openly as a 
coercive force and against it is arrayed a phalanx of repressed impulses 
that storm the gates of the psyche seeking outlets of gratification. 

When, for whatever reasons, direct expression of feelings is inhibited, 
they are projected through some apparently unrelated materials. We may 
accordingly assume that if the audience is not aware of the causes of the 
malaise, this is due not only to the inherent complexity of these causes, 
but chiefly to unconscious inhibitions, which probably originate in a 
reluctance to struggle against seemingly superior forces. So the agitator 
sanctions immediate resentments and seemingly paves the way for the 
relief of the malaise through discharge of the audience’s aggressive im¬ 
pulses; but simultaneously he perpetuates the malaise by blocking the 
way toward real understanding of its cause. 

* Cf. Horkheimer, Max: Eclipse of Reason, New York, Oxford University Press, 
1947. 

t Mills, C. Wright: “The competitive personality,” Partisan Review, p. 436 vol. 
XIII, 4, 1946. 
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All such utilizations of malaise are possible only on condition that the 
audience does not become aware of its roots in modern society. The 
malaise remains in the background of agitation, the raw material of which 
is supplied by the audience’s stereotyped projections of the malaise. 
Instead of trying to go back to their sources, to treat them as symptoms 
of a bad condition, the agitator treats them as needs that he promises to 
satisfy. He is therefore not burdened with the task of correcting the 
audience’s inadequate ideas; on the contrary, he can let himself be 
carried along by its “natural” current. 



CHAPTER III 


A HOSTILE WORLD 


The agitator articulates the themes of his writings and speeches as if 
they referred to specific and genuine issues arising from current social 
problems. He tries to appear as a bona fide advocate of social change. 
But in effect he merely manipulates and modifies those of the audience’s 
feelings that reflect the malaise. He crystallizes and hardens these feelings 
and distorts the objective situation. In the themes related to discontent 
the audience’s vague, inarticulate distrust becomes fixated as the stereo¬ 
type of perpetual dupery; its sense of dependence serves to foster the 
belief that it is the object of a permanent conspiracy; its sense of exclusion 
is externalized into the image of forbidden fruits; its disillusionment is 
transformed into the complete renunciation of values and ideals; and its 
anxiety is both repressed and magnified into the perpetual expectation 
of apocalyptic doom. 

THEME 1: THE ETERNAL DUPES 

Every form of persuasion implies an effort to convert or seduce and 
presupposes an initial intellectual or emotional distance between the 
speaker and the listener. The leader of a movement must first convince 
his audience that its ideas are inadequate for coping with the situation 
that produces its discontent. He cannot win adherents without in a sense 
humiliating them, that is, suggesting that they are inferior in knowledge, 
strength, or courage and that they need him more than he needs them. 

In intellectual communication—for example, the activity of a teacher 
in relation to his students—the aim is to nullify the distance altogether. 
In the activity of a reformer or revolutionary, there is a similar tendency 
to decrease initial distances. The adherent’s humiliation is at least in 
theory only temporary, for the leader always suggests that in the end the 
ignorant will become enlightened, the moderately informed citizen will 
acquire a higher social consciousness, and the timid follower will share 
in the leader’s courage. 
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In agitation, this humiliation is permanent. In establishing the inferior¬ 
ity of his prospective followers, the agitator claims superior knowledge, 
which, he implies, he has obtained by virtue of his special position and 
abilities. The audience is inferior not because it is temporarily “unen¬ 
lightened” but because it is composed of “dupes” and “suckers.” Through¬ 
out his utterances there can be found many unflattering references to 
potential followers. The agitator speaks of striking workers as “just plain 
ordinary sincere sheeplike Americans.” 1 When he refers to the “bemused” 
people taken in by the New Dealer’s “hoax” 2 or of the “deluded inno¬ 
cents,” 3 his tone is relatively mild. It changes to worry when he speaks 
about the “gullibility of Americans” 4 and the “mass ignorance of our 
people” of which the “powers of anti-Christianity” take advantage. 5 When 
he deplores the fact that the “blind populace” is being led into the 
“horrible ditch of war” by blind leaders 6 the agitator adopts a tone of 
regret. And when he calls his potential followers “sappy Gentiles” 7 or 
“dumb Americans” 8 the agitator becomes stingingly indignant. 

He intimates that the unenlightened condition of his audience is hope¬ 
less and permanent, is something the audience itself cannot remedy. He 
warns his audience that it needs his guidance in the bewildering situation 
in which it finds itself; but he offers it no way to escape its bewilderment 
by its own intellectual efforts. He enhances his listeners’ sense of distrust 
by reminding them that they are ruled by “remote control” and that they 
are exposed to constant sinister manipulations. They are cheated all along 
the line, in rationing, in war, through the press and the movies. 

He not only denounces Communist slogans as “catch-phrases to obtain 
power over . . . dupes,” 9 but he also brands preparedness against the Axis 
as a pretext for inflicting a hoax “on a long-suffering people in the name of 
and behind the cruel mask of ‘defense.’” 10 Against such unscrupulous 
tactics, the “plain ordinary sincere sheeplike” people are helpless; they 
are always the victims—the eternal dupes. 

The effectiveness of such frank and unflattering talk should not be 
underestimated. It must not be forgotten that the agitator banks on an 
audience composed of “dupes”—people who bear the world a grudge 
because they feel it has cheated them, and who are therefore insecure, 
dependent, and bewildered. The agitator is referring to a common life 
experience. From childhood on, man is burdened by a repression of 
instinctual drives imposed on him by civilization in the name of its 
values. To live up to these values, man must constantly deny himself 
and make sacrifices, for which the only solace is the promise that ulti¬ 
mately he will be rewarded. But in the lives of most people there occurs 
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a moment, usually near middle age, when they realize that their dreams 
have remained and will remain unfulfilled. This realization gives way to 
a painful inner conflict, which may be resolved in several ways. The 
shock of disillusionment may be absorbed internally—the individual 
attributes responsibility to himself, to his real or imaginary inadequacies, 
lack of industriousness or thriftiness, inferior natural endowment, or even 
to his insufficiently sincere adherence to the unfulfilled ideals. Or he 
seeks consolation in the promises of religion, transferring the realization 
of the ideals to the beyond. Or again he may draw some satisfaction from 
the fact of disillusionment itself, by becoming, as so many aging persons 
do, a “cynic,” and flaunting that attitude with a kind of malicious pleas¬ 
ure. One way or another, the conflict or at least the acute awareness of it 
can be repressed. But the smooth operation of such repressions depend 
upon the hold ideals or values have on the individual. In the past the 
values were unassailable, and if they were not realized, the fault was 
due to one’s inadequacy. Today, the hold of values is weakened, while the 
pressure of reality has grown greater. And precisely because values are 
now questioned can the fury of disillusionment be turned against them. 

The individual’s growing belief that the values are fictitious adds the 
motive of humiliation to that of disillusionment. He has sacrificed his 
life, his “real” life, which comes to be defined precisely as the life denied 
by the ideal, for the sake of mere nothings. He is confirmed in such feel¬ 
ings by the everyday experience that ruthlessness and unscrupulous 
pursuit of material advantage are more profitable than rigid adherence 
to moral principles. All his life he has been a sucker—cheated by the 
values he accepted and those who preached them. 

By calling his followers suckers and telling them they must follow him 
if they are no longer to be cheated, the agitator promises that he will 
take care of them and “think” for them. Those who chafe under an au¬ 
thority they distrust and whose motives they cannot understand, are now 
to be subjected to the promptings of an agitator who will sanction their 
spontaneous resentments and seem to gratify their deepest wishes. 

The agitator thereby tends to destroy the common social rule which 
imposes optimistic stereotypes (“I feel fine”; “Everything is OK”) on 
human intercourse. In a society of independent producers this rule helped 
to smooth the mechanism of free competition by eliminating any possible 
intrusion of pity or self-pity. It also helped to preserve the sanctity of the 
individual by keeping his inner life concealed from his neighbor’s curios¬ 
ity. To pour out one’s troubles in public was considered a mark of bad 
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taste and vulgarity. Social life, of which the dominant image was the 
impersonal marketplace, was a neutral arena in which everyone was sup¬ 
posed to feel equally at ease. Unless he wanted to become an object of 
charity, the individual’s intimate problems were not exposed to the group. 

But the agitator breaks down these folkways; he seems to say, ‘let us 
be honest, let us admit we are disillusioned, ignorant and cheated.” Such 
an invitation can only be welcomed by people who feel that they have 
always been “misunderstood.” Hence, by reversing the optimistic stereo¬ 
types of liberal society, the agitator makes the feeling of acknowledged 
failure seem respectable. 

Because in the eyes of the audience the whole world has become suspi¬ 
cious and estranged, it yearns for facile certainties and is ready to put its 
fate in the hands of someone who confirms it in its helplessness. ‘It is 
high time for Americans to get wise,” says the agitator. 11 Yet those who 
have got wise to all the tricks are just the ones who are deceived by the 
most primitive ruse. The investment swindler knows that his easiest 
victims are to be found among those who have learned to distrust respect¬ 
able banking establishments. Even while he tells his listeners that they 
are a group of fools, the agitator lays claim to their confidence—for how 
could someone who warns and insults them possibly want to cheat them? 
His bad manners become a guaranty of his sincerity. They can trust him, 
for he does not flatter them, and since they are unable by themselves to 
“pierce the sham of propaganda” 12 their only possible course of action is 
to join his movement. “Better find out whom you can trust—now.” 18 

On the one hand the agitator brands his followers as suckers, harping 
on the suffering they have endured in their unsuccessful lives and thereby 
satisfying their latent masochism. On the other hand, he transforms this 
very humiliation into something to be proud of, a mark of the new dlite 
he will eventually elevate. By projecting the responsibility for it on an 
unscrupulous and immoral enemy, he offers his followers a means of 
warding off in advance all future humiliations. The humiliation is simul¬ 
taneously deepened and surrounded by a halo. 

While the agitator thus frees the audience from its burdensome obliga¬ 
tion of understanding its plight, he gives it a feeling that it is at last 
facing the true facts of existence. Yes, they are suckers; but now they 
know it. And what is more, they do not have to be inhibited about their 
intellectual inferiority; they can admit it openly; their leader encourages 
them to. Ordinarily intellectual inferiority results in exclusion from the 
company of the successful; but in the relationship between agitator and 
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audience, this is reversed: the agitator seems to be especially interested in 
the little man who has not made the grade. Though he does not give his 
listeners the feeling of having attained intellectual insight or of being 
accepted as demarcated individuals, he does make it possible for them 
to feel at ease in their common inferiority. 

THEME 2: CONSPIRACY 

The dupe is pictured not merely as cheated, but as cheated systemat¬ 
ically, consistently, and perpetually. Nor is his inability to overcome his 
bewilderment and helplessness surprising, for he is the victim of a “ com¬ 
prehensive and carefully-planned political conspiracy.” 14 

In nurturing the idea of a permanent conspiracy directed against the 
eternal dupes, the agitator plays upon and enlarges the tendency among 
people who suffer from a sense of failure to ascribe their misfortunes 
to secret enemy machinations. The dismissed employee, the jilted lover, 
the disgruntled soldier deprived of a promotion, the student who fails an 
examination, the small grocer driven out of business by a chain competi¬ 
tor—any of these may be inclined to blame mysterious persecutors moti¬ 
vated by obscure grudges. However, the tendency of frustrated people 
to imagine themselves the targets of powerful enemies need not neces¬ 
sarily lead to paranoia. Often enough such suspicions are not devoid of 
objective justification in a world where the individual’s sphere of action 
is increasingly restricted by anonymous social forces. Our daily existence 
actually is influenced by tremendous developments whose causes are 
difficult to grasp. Hence many people are anxious to learn what is hap¬ 
pening behind the scenes. 

When the agitator tells his listeners that they are “pushed” or “kicked” 
around and are victimized by bankers and bureaucrats, he exploits feel¬ 
ings that they already have. Such stereotypes as “Wall Street machina¬ 
tions,” “monopolist conspiracies,” or “international spies” are present, 
however, not as well-defined ideas, but as tentative suspicions about the 
meaning of complex phenomena. As inadequate reflections of reality, they 
might serve as starting points for analysis of the economic and political 
situations. 

The agitator proceeds in exactly the opposite way. He refers to popular 
stereotypes only to encourage the vague resentments they reflect. He 
uses them not as springboards for analysis but rather as “analyses” 
themselves—the world is complicated because there are groups whose 
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purpose it is to make it complicated. On a social scale he stirs his 
audience to reactions similiar to those of paranoia on an individual scale, 
and his primary means of doing this is by indefinitely extending the con¬ 
cept of conspiracy. 

Where others might speak of the ultimate implications of a political 
program, he sees a deliberate plot: the New Deal is nothing but “good 
Marxian sabotage to break down the existing order . . , ,” 15 British War 
Relief is “sponsored by same internationalists who got us into World 
War I.” 16 The B’nai Brith is “a worldwide spy and pressure system” 17 
which has “unlimited funds” and “maintains its own Gestapo.” 18 Economic 
crises are contrived by “a small but powerful, well-organized and well- 
financed minority. . . .” 19 Even such a trivial occurrence as a polemical 
attack on a senator is sufficient for the agitator to evoke a “secret society” 
for “smearing of individual members of the senate.” 20 Phrases like the 
“Hidden Hand” 21 or “International Invisible Government” 22 appear in 
his writings and speeches again and again. 

Any organization the agitator conceives as hostile to his aims, he 
includes in the conspiracy. He speaks of it as seeking “to destroy . . . 
the American way of life,” 23 and calls on “all Christians to stand together” 
because a conspiracy is afoot “to ruin the Church.” 24 Similarly, “class 
hatred is created by lies and conflicting explanations, all helping to create 
confusion and to conceal the real authors of the devilish plans for the 
destruction of Christian or Western civilization.” 2 ® 

Not only does this inflation of the notion of conspiracy serve as a diver¬ 
sion from attempts to investigate social processes, but it also blurs the 
identity of the groups designated as conspirators. The very stereotypes 
that once referred more or less definitely to social oligarchies, now refer 
to gigantic but undefined secret international plots. The term “octopus,” 
once used by Frank Norris in a novel about railroad magnates, now 
becomes diffused into the “international invisible government.” 26 

In this transformation of a circumscribed group of magnates into 
mysterious invisible rulers, the process of blurring reality by encour- 
aging paranoiac tendencies, is clearly evident. As compensation, the idea 
of conspiracy acquires a sensational and thrilling connotation, and all the 
problems of modern life are centered in a comfortingly simple, if vague 
and mysterious, cause. This systematization of conspiracies into one 
grandiose plot is declared by the agitator to be “obvious even to a 
dullard” for 
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... all this step-by-step bungling—this amazing unity of deception, internal 
sabotage, and gross incompetence in the leaders of Britain, France and even of 
the United States—is not an accident. It is, rather, indicative of a central 
directing influence—a World Government group . . ,” 27 

There is no telling how far this conspiracy may extend. In fact, it has 
been going on since time immemorial. 

The doctrine of ruling by force from hidden sources, and this secret group, 
ruled over Babylon of Nimrod, Egypt, Babylon of Nebuchadnezzar, Medio- 
Persia, Greece and Rome. And this same secret society became the Jacobins 
of the French Revolution and placed Napoleon in power in Europe and when 
Russia and then England overthrew him (see Dumas’ works), they moved 
into Germany where they became known as Communists, from whence they 
overthrew Russia, and produced the bastard children, Fascism and Nazism. 28 

These fantastic images seem, first of all, to satisfy the audience’s 
craving for an explanation of its sufferings. In that sense the agitator 
seems to continue the work of the muckrakers by courageously revealing 
why the powers that rule the world wish to remain hidden. But by deal¬ 
ing, as it were, with the audience’s notions at their face value, by 
exaggerating to the point of the fantastic its suspicions that it is the 
toy of anonymous forces, and by pointing to mysterious individuals rather 
than analyzing social forces, the agitator in effect cheats his audience of 
its curiosity. Instead of diagnosing an illness, he explains it as the result 
of an evil spirit’s viciousness. For the conspirators are not pictured as 
motivated by any rational purpose, but rather by a gratuitous will to 
destruction: 

My informant tells me that the bloodless revolution is being brought about 
through a planned policy of destructionism—a destructionism which pretends 
to alleviate suffering, poverty, unemployment and hunger ... a destructionism 
which eventually aims at bankrupting the nation and thereby bringing about 
repudiation of debts and the overthrow of government. 29 

And this conspiracy is directed at the very vitals of the people—in fact, 
if the people are to survive, they must act immediately to destroy this 
conspiracy, for “the intriguers have taken us so far down their alley that 
we have lost our time honored powers of resistance. More than a pallia¬ 
tive is needed at this critical juncture. . . .” 30 

Here we see how the paranoiac brooding and the projection of con¬ 
spiracies end with suggestions for acts of violence. Since the very term 
“conspiracy” has connotations of illegality and treason, the conspirators 
are pictured as acting in lawless fashion and with complete impunity. 
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This implies that existing laws and institutions cannot cope with them 
and that extraordinary measures are needed. 

THEME 3: FORBIDDEN FRUIT 

If the agitator’s audience is composed of eternal dupes who have 
always been the prey of an ubiquitous conspiracy, the agitator will 
presumably emphasize all the good things of life that the “others” enjoy 
but the audience does not. Here, as in almost all other themes, it might 
appear that the agitator is following the beaten track of revolutionaries, 
by advocating redistribution of social wealth. 

Actually, he manages to steer clear of such explosive implication. True, 
he refers to the alleged good life led by those he calls the enemies. But 
he associates enjoyment of private pleasure with vice and luxurious 
excess. He is eloquent in describing the carefree existence of “alien- 
minded plutocrats” who “roll in wealth, bathe in liquor, surround them¬ 
selves with the seduced daughters of America . . .” 31 But he is equally 
eloquent in denouncing indulgence in materialistic pleasures: “America, 
the vain—America, the proud—America, the nation of gluttons and 
spenders and drinkers. A nation whose population has deserted the church 
and in many instances, debauched the home.” 32 

The debauch of “alien-minded plutocrats” is condemned in the fol¬ 
lowing moral reflections: “Drunkenness became just a humorous, though 
effective way of getting relaxation. Adultery became just a method of 
showing sincerity of affection and a usual part of comradeship between 
good friends of opposite sex.” 33 

The agitator evokes a bizarre vision of oversized, luxurious homes, 
where alcohol flows and swimming pools abound. Children play in 
nurseries while adults revel in game rooms, night clubs, race tracks, and 
bedrooms. ‘*The sweet and simple things of ..life” are “discarded, absent, 
forgotten.” 34 This perverse and adulterous life is branded as un-Ameri¬ 
can, characteristic of foreigners and refugees who squander fabulous 
fortunes when they are not busy stealing jobs from Americans. “With 
hundreds of thousands of Jews running away from war bringing wealth 
here and making themselves obnoxious in ‘hot spots’ and vice resorts 
with their lavish spending. . . .” 35 

Such a way of life is also un-Christian, enjoyed by “Oriental erotics” 
of whom American Christians are the “unwary hosts.” 36 These “erotics” 
debauch “youth for the purpose of wrecking Gentile morale. . . .” 37 
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Uncannily and scarily, “all this is being done by an invisible power. Rape 
and the evasion of income taxes plays a big part in all this.” 38 

The very presence of material comfort is viewed with suspicion and 
implicitly condemned by the agitator. Among the accusations leveled 
against President Roosevelt is the fact that he was “bom in the lap of 
luxury” and “never made a payroll in his life.” 39 Often the agitator whets 
the appetite of his followers with detailed descriptions of the luxuries 
of the enemy, while arousing their moral disgust at such corrupt practices. 

When Harry Hopkins got married, Baruch gave a party for the “Palace 
Guard” at the Carlton Hotel, where you need $100.00 before you can rent a 
room; and pay $2 before you can order a cup of coffee. But Mr. Baruch 
arranged the party, and they were all there: Harry Hopkins, the bride, Mr. 
Nelson, Mr. Henderson. There were seven kinds of meat served—twenty-two 
kinds of food, and it had cost Barney Baruch $122 a plate; and they drank of 
the vintage of ’26. Now, I am no connoisseur of champagne. McCullough of 
the Post-Dispatch says it is $20.00 a quart—and if I had a quart of that I 
might get a good story in the Post-Dispatch tomorrow. [Laughter.] But there 
isn’t any more of that, I understand, now because of the war with France. 
There was $2000 served of that drink. There was precious perfume at $40 
a tiny vial to each woman there. You talk about the drunken orgies of history— 
we expect Capone to live like that, but as long as I am a Christian soul, I 
will not be governed by a man like that. 40 

Even while the agitator seems to be furiously voicing the claims of his 
audience for a greater share of social wealth, he is actually suppressing 
their claims. Even while he offers, he actually denies enjoyment of the 
good things of life. Enjoyment of wealth means debauch and vice— 
hence wealth is a forbidden fruit. Moreover, the agitator portrays it in 
such fantastic terms that the common man cannot even dream of acquir¬ 
ing it, but must content himself with the “sweet and simple things of 
life.” 

Rather than offering suggestions for a greater utilization of produc¬ 
tive facilities or a more just distribution of the social product, the 
agitator encourages resentment against the excesses of luxury. Appealing 
to puritanical attitudes the agitator condemns indulgence not in order 
to propose the elimination of poverty, but rather to exasperate his fol¬ 
lowers’ feelings of envy while simultaneously arousing their sense of 
guilt at being envious. He activates revolutionary sentiment, but directs 
it against the caricature he has himself drawn of human aspirations for 
pleasure. The violent language in which he Castigates those who enjoy 
the “cream” of this country while the rest go “milkless” is thus ultimately 
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directed against the audience’s own desires. Even when the agitator 
denounces the “society world of snobbery and fraud” and shouts “Down 
must come those who live in luxury!” 41 he is not proposing to the audience 
a way for it to increase its share of wealth and pleasure. When the golden 
calf is destroyed and its worshippers dispersed, his followers may still 
expect nothing for themselves—they have been taught by the agitator 
to distrust their own aspirations to comfort. The image of abundance is 
dangled before them, but it is never accessible. All that can result for 
the follower is an inner exacerbation of his resentments. If the agitator 
cannot promise his adherents a greater share of the good things of life, 
he can suggest that the good life consists in something else: the gratifica¬ 
tion of repressed impulses; and that if they are obedient to him they will 
be offered the luxurious sinners as sacrificial prey. 

THEME 4: DISAFFECTION 

An important aspect of the malaise is a growing sense of disillusion¬ 
ment with ideals, values, and institutions. The agitator skilfully works on 
this disillusionment by simultaneously damning and praising the accepted 
ideologies. On the one hand, he likes to give the impression that, like 
most other advocates of social change, he is against certain social condi¬ 
tions because they violate universally accepted values. On the other hand, 
he often concurs in and reinforces his audience’s suspicion about those 
values. 

He speaks as a champion of democracy and Christianity and protests 
that he is “merely defending the Bill of Rights.” 42 He invokes the “Chris¬ 
tian doctrine of human liberty” 43 and extols “American individualism” 
and “free enterprise.” 44 He is the guardian of “the Bible, the Christian 
Faith, American institutions and the Constitution. . . .” 45 

Yet, when confronted with his audience’s moral confusion, he implies 
that he shares neither the conservative’s total acceptance of existing 
values and institutions, nor the “naive idealism of the liberals.” 46 He 
knows that the “two-party system is a sham” 47 and “democracy” a “trick 
word.” 48 “In fact, justice matters more than democracy.” 49 And “Liber¬ 
alism—in politics—leads to Anarchy.” 50 

It can of course be maintained that the first group of statements is 
merely camouflage for the second. To some extent this is probably true; 
but it is hardly likely that the audience is fooled into taking the agitator 
for a sincere champion of democracy. It is much more likely that the agi- 



PROPHETS OF DECEIT 


3° 

tator who utilizes democratic stereotypes is quite aware that his words 
ring hollow: he does not intend to be taken literally. In view of his 
known sympathy for European fascism, the agitator’s use of democratic 
phrases serves to create the impression that the difference between 
fascism and democracy is not as important as it is made out to be—or, 
more accurately, that it is not at all what really matters. The agitator 
constantly seeks to blur this difference. In reality, he declares, he is “no 
more a fascist than Abraham Lincoln and Teddie Roosevelt”;® 1 he is 
called one merely because he is one of the “individualists who still believe 
in Constitutional government. . . .”® 2 To further muddy the waters, he 
hurls the accusation of fascism against those who have come to symbol¬ 
ize opposition to fascism. He consistently denounces the New Deal as 
an effort to introduce totalitarianism in America, and declares that 
“Roosevelt got his technique from Hitler and the Jews.” 53 

In bandying the two antithetical concepts of democracy and fascism 
in such a way that the clear distinction between them is obliterated, the 
agitator seems to act on the premise that his audience’s loyalties are un¬ 
certain. He therefore seems bent not on concealing but on flaunting his 
cynicism, the effect of which is to sanction and fixate his audience’s dis¬ 
illusionment. It is characteristic of the agitator’s whole approach that he 
confirms his adherents’ disillusionment, by both his affirmations and 
negations, for in the way they are expressed by him both bar any possible 
surmounting of the disillusionment. In the way he points to the traditional 
as the great ideal, the agitator discourages a serious critique of existing 
values; in the way he debunks existing values, he makes impossible any 
sincere attempt to realize them more effectively in practice. 

This dual assault on the value system, which runs like a thread through 
agitational material, is, so to speak, the one occasion when the agitator 
comes to grips with opposing arguments. It is part of his general desecra¬ 
tion of the idea of truth as such. Underlying the agitator’s rejection of 
those values by which it is possible to distinguish democracy from its 
opposite is the implication that in the present world, where the masses 
are eternal dupes and the victims of a perennial conspiracy, everything 
must give way to the urge for self-survival. The distinction between 
truth and lies is accordingly inconsequential; both are neutral means to 
be used according to their helpfulness to his cause. 

That the agitator’s preachments profoundly contradict ideals, such as 
democracy, equality, and justice, that are commonly held to be universal, 
does not seem to bother him. For he capitalizes on the general sense of 
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disillusionment among his adherents by articulating their suspicion 
that the enemy’s ideals are mere camouflage for social coercion. Instead 
of sifting the valuable aspects of the ideal from the way it may be mis¬ 
used, he junks both. All that is left then for him—and this is what he takes 
great pains to imply to his audience—is an ideal-less use of force against 
the troublemaking enemy. His doctrine thus consists in drawing the 
ultimate consequences of a totally amoral opportunism. 

This doctrine is manifested in several ways: 

1. Unseriousness: The agitator’s ambiguous approach to values is often 
revealed in an undercurrent of unseriousness in his statements, the effect 
of which is to dismiss ideals as mere bunk, hogwash, lies. Take his attitude 
towards the law, for example. There are too many laws and regulations 
behind which are hidden “the gossamers of un-Americanism.” 54 What 
is more, “any ‘law’ is alien fodder to Anglo-Saxons. . . .” 55 As against 
“inspired” laws he champions “individualism.” 56 Yet the agitator simul¬ 
taneously poses as a champion of legality, denouncing the “rulings” of the 
New Deal as “illegal.” 57 

These apparently conflicting views are synthesized in statements that 
express more fundamentally the agitator’s genuine attitude towards law: 

Will the United States be required to remunerate Jews for their losses in a 
war with Hitler’s Germany, a war that the Jews, themselves, promoted? Would 
it not be nearer to equity, nearer to measure for measure if the Jews were 
required to compensate non-interventionists and political “isolationists” for 
their loss of life and treasure? 58 

What is serious in these statements is their very lack of seriousness. 
Going beyond the revelation that law can be a cloak for brute force, 
the agitator shows here that brute force need hardly be clothed at all, 
for instead of being discarded as a sham, legality is now exploited as a 
blatant gesture of defiance. Behind such statements is the outlook which 
led the Nazi regime to “fine” the German Jews $400,000,000 when a 
Polish Jew killed a German embassy clerk in Paris. That a legal justifica¬ 
tion was given to such a step was not primarily, as it might seem, a con¬ 
cession to hypocrisy or prejudice; on the contrary, it was simply a means 
of emphasizing the complete arbitrariness of the operation. 

2. Transformation of meaning: The agitator twists the meaning of 
basic ideals in such a way that he infuses them with his own content. 
He celebrates “the instrument of the American ballot, which instrument 
makes all men equal in the affairs of their government . . .” 59 while 
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simultaneously calling for extralegal measures: "I am talking about clean¬ 
ing America. Let me tell you how to do it General Franco found one 
way.” 60 

The agitator transforms democracy from a system that guarantees 
minority rights into one that merely affirms the privileged status of the 
majority. Persecution of minorities is thus within the rights of the 
majority and any attempt to limit the exercise of this “right” is inter¬ 
preted as persecution of the majority by the minority. Such an inter¬ 
pretation of democracy results in its negation: “Do the Jews clamor for 
democracy only because a democracy is too weak to resist their encroach¬ 
ments? ... If it is, then a lot of us will want to be done with democ- 


The agitator submits religion to the same kind of treatment. He stresses 
the particularistic connotations of religion by suggesting that Chris¬ 
tianity is an exclusive creed, a kind of tribal fetish, endowed with primi¬ 
tive attributes of clannishness and violence. He denounces “the false 
premise that all, and particularly Jews, are ‘brothers’—to the Christian. 
. . . The Jew, religious or otherwise, is today as always against Christ, 
therefore not a ‘brother.’ ABC stuff!” 62 

In the presence of demonic powers, the foremost feature of Chris¬ 
tianity is “a militant routing of evil in high places by humble followers 
of Christ.” 63 The church thus becomes a tabloid version of ecclesia mili- 


tans. The agitator suggests that “for America to pray” and “for America to 
fight” are the same thing 64 and he does not hesitate to recommend putting 
“prayers across ... at the point of a gun” 65 or building “barricades to 
protect the principles of the Prince of Peace.” 66 The agitator thus appears 
as a policeman of virtue, a sergeant defending the ideal, a corporal fight¬ 
ing for truth. “Unite in dropping prayer-bombs upon the camp of the 
enemy” 67 and exercise justice as a member of “a Social Justice platoon.” 68 

This transformation of values into their opposites receives its final twist 
when the agitator declares: “If Smith is America’s No. 1 Fascist (anti- 
Semite) as Judeo-Reds proclaim, then, according to New Testament, 
Christ must be World’s greatest Anti-Semite!” 69 

3. Anti-Universality: The agitator explicitly rejects the ideal of uni¬ 
versality. This rejection is evidenced, for instance, in his attitude toward 
tolerance, which he brand as “silly sentimentality” 70 and “non-Chris¬ 
tian,” 71 as contrary to self-interest and a weakness that must be eradicated 
for the sake of survival. 
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TOLERANCE—A numerous group of alien and native rascals shout “tolerance” 
but with their own foul tongues, they would lap up the blood of their own 
critics. 72 

As though realizing that tolerance is a cultural luxury for those in power 
who may preach and violate it with equal impunity and reflects the 
social weakness of those out of power, the agitator uses the caption “None 
but the Strong Can be Magnanimous.” 73 He implies that tolerance is 
opposed to truth, and when invoking the concept of truth, he almost 
always associates it with violence. He claims that he is persecuted and 
threatened with death if he dares speak the truth and then directly 
identifies it with the application of force: ‘“The Cross and The Flag’ 
speaks the truth. We have arrived at the hour when we must have more 
two-fisted talking and real action.” 74 

Truth is further equated with intolerance in anti-Semitism: “When 
telling the truth about Jewish organizations or leaders is punished as a 
crime by our courts—what becomes of the four freedoms of the Gentile 
majority in the USA?” 75 

The agitator applies a similar technique to the concepts of brotherhood, 
humanitarianism, universal justice: all are shown to be contrary to the 
crudest requirements of self-interest. “‘Racial equality,’ ‘social equality’ 
and ‘natural equality’ are absurd concepts, either in biology or common 
sense, and nobody knows this better than Jews who are ballyhooing 
such concepts . . .” 76 

Through these three devices—unseriousness, transformation of values, 
and negation of universalism—the agitator tries to convince his audience 
that ideals and values are merely misleading advertising slogans, used 
to defraud the dupes. 

THEME 5: CHARADE OF DOOM 

The possibility of total disaster is invoked by many advocates of social 
change as a contrast to their solutions. The reformer or revolutionary 
helps his audience visualize this possibility as a definite obstacle to be 
removed (capitalist society or anti-union employers, or nationalism); 
although he evokes visions of catastrophe and, to some extent, exploits 
existing fears, he summons the audience to work towards an achievable 
utopia rather than to flee from imminent danger. 

In agitation, however, the positive alternative to the threat of disaster 
is either totally lacking or suggested only in the vaguest form as a return 
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to “the good old days.” The agitator presents the threatening chaos as 
unavoidable and inexorable. By elaborating present dangers—and in our 
time he has abundant material to draw upon—he may seem bent on mak¬ 
ing his audience realize the urgency of the situation. In fact he achieves 
the opposite by associating these dangers with trivial ideas or grotesque 
fantasies. Just as through the theme of disaffection he cheats his audience 
out of intellectual curiosity, so does he cheat it out of fear as a possible 
stimulus to organized social thought and action. 

Through the exploitation of the fear of impending chaos the agitator 
succeeds in appearing as a radical who will have no truck with mere 
fragmentary reforms, while he simultaneously steers his adherents wide 
of any suggestion of a basic social reorganization. He equates the threat 
to profits with the impending chaos: 

If we lose this fight, if the American worker bends his knee to Lewis, 
Browder, and Stalin, in the Middlewest tonight, this will be just the beginning. 
Then comes the destruction of profits. When profits go, wages go; when wages 
go, jobs go. Then comes chaos, revolution, confiscation, and the breakdown of 
our beautiful, free, American system. 77 

The postwar strikes are interpreted as “a pretext for ushering in a new 
political and social order in the image of Karl Marx, Leon Trotsky, Prof. 
Harold J. Laski and the House of Rothschild.” 78 

In the above passages the agitator embroiders on the usual con¬ 
servative stereotypes. He goes further in playing on the middle class fear 
of revolution, as associated with material discomfort and confiscation of 
private property: 

CIO and radical AF of L unions . . . can, and will, when “Der Tag” (sometime 
prior to 1941) is decided upon by the Hidden Hand, plunge cities into dark¬ 
ness, shut off water, gas, phone, telegraph, radio, food, and transportation 
generally, so that in terror imposed by fear, thirst, and starvation, the weak- 
kneed NEW DEAL politicians, businessmen, and labor leaders in most large 
cities are expected to surrender to Anti-Christ dictatorship. 79 

Where the agitator diverges from the conservative politician, how¬ 
ever, is in tying up the threat of chaos not only with such relatively 
serious matters as strikes, but also with circumstantial minor causes of 
discontent, such as food or tire shortages, which he represents as the 
deliberate work of liberals and radicals. The revolution is imminent 
whether or not there are strikes. War taxation is not merely a burden, 
but a conspiracy “to strip us down to the point of hunger and starvation 
and bankruptcy where our taxes will cost us our homes.” 80 
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In thrusting before his audience the terrors of the impending doom, 
the agitator often paints it in terms of sexual connotations: 

After all, what is more likely to follow many years of Nudeal communistic 
confiscatory taxation, wool-less, metal-less, auto-less regimentation and planned 
scarcities than our finally becoming stripped by necessity to Nudism. 81 

The world is moving rapidly toward chaos, which will mean revolution, 
waves of sadism, murder, rape, incest, conflagration, atom bomb conflicts, 
annihilation of whole populations. 82 

It may be conjectured that by his references to rape, incest, and 
plunder, the agitator evokes sadistic fantasies that add a connotation of 
promise to the warning—his followers may vaguely hope that when the 
deluge comes they, too, may be allowed to perform the acts that are 
attributed to the enemy. 

The fear of specific dangers, such as the threat of inflation or war, is 
drowned in gloating visions of universal chaos: . . We approach our 

day of doom under the guidance of the most incompetent and Satanic 
array of rascals ever assembled by any government in the history of the 
world.” 83 

Fear is no longer used as a psychological signal pointing to the existence 
of specific dangers; like the Conspiracy it becomes ubiquitous and eternal. 

History follows same pattern for Satan uses same tactics, and same kind of 
people. . . . Under Satanic guidance all activities of man are being forced into 
roads leading to chaos and destruction. 84 

Whatever associations the audience may have had with concretely 
experienced causes of apprehension are dissolved by the blaring alarum 
of threatening catastrophe. Confronted with such an inexorable fate, the 
audience can feel only complete impotence. 

No matter to what extent the Roosevelt dynasty betrays the common man in 
America, or what atrocious crimes it commits, or how low it sinks in ethics, 
morals and common decency, nothing will be done about it now and probably 
nothing can be done. The disease must run its course, the cycle must complete 
itself. 85 

The audience’s unpleasurable reactions are here offset by the fact that 
its subordinate social role is vindicated by being placed in an historical 
perspective: individual and personal failures are subsumed under the 
national, international, or even cosmic failure. Though the agitator’s 
adherent has lost the dignity of a man participating in constructive activ- 
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ities on his own initiative, he is compensated by a kind of tragic dignity 
that raises his insignificant personal defeat to the status of an historical 
event. 

By being spread over a larger surface, the original fear becomes thinner, 
less urgent and compelling. But it acquires an enhanced imaginative 
reality—fear is transformed into a morbid nihilistic expectation, perhaps 
even hope, of total destruction. 

The actual reasons for despair are utilized to indulge in a charade of 
despair, and as though to emphasize this, the agitator does not hesitate to 
introduce motifs of outright grotesqueness in his prophecies. He spices 
real threats with the vision of a deadly onslaught on the human race 
planned by celestial and earthly powers: 

Already restricted crop production due to Internationalists’ schemes plus 
storms, floods, attacks by insects, etc., this year points to what may be expected 
in years 1943, 1944, and 1945, in which scientists say we will be plagued 
with the coldest summers and winters in history. 86 

As a consequence of this piling of mock horrors onto real ones, the 
audience is encouraged to follow the path of least resistance intellectually. 
To understand the causes of their frustrations they need no longer cope 
with such complicated problems as tax laws, unions, governmental poli¬ 
cies, the organization of the credit system, etc. All these bewildering 
matters have been reduced to a common denominator—they are nothing 
but various aspects of the essentially ruthless set-up of the world, 
symptoms of one big, horrid, overwhelming, superhuman or subhuman 
elemental phenomenon. Inability to meet resourcefully a bread-and- 
butter situation may produce a feeling of inferiority, but such a feeling is 
out of place when one is faced with a dilemma arising from cosmic causes. 
What else can one do but leave the understanding of such a confronta¬ 
tion to the available spiritual elite ? 

This conscious reliance on the wisdom of the great is probably fur¬ 
thered by unconscious regressive tendencies. The explanation of every¬ 
day mischances in terms of uncanny world catastrophes revitalizes and 
reinforces the heritage of infantile anxieties. The unconscious finds in the 
agitator’s interpretations a replica of its own primitive reactions to the 
outside world; the listener plays the role of the little child responding to 
the warning that bogeys may come for him. 

Something that is feared on one level of personality is often desired on 
another. This seems especially true for the peculiarly fascinating experi- 
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ence of catastrophe. The gospel of doom relieves the individual of respon¬ 
sibility for struggling with his problems; one cannot resist an erupting 
volcano. The agitator’s listeners are told in effect that between their 
limited capacities and the tremendous forces that threaten them there is 
an ineradicable disproportion. As a result, everything goes. A man involved 
in catastrophe feels justified in departing from established moral codes, if 
it means saving his life. The idea of catastrophe contains a welcome 
stimulus to the listeners’ destructive instinctual urges. 

It is not difficult for the agitator’s adherents to take the further step of 
projecting disaster on the imaginary enemy. This is a process akin to that 
unconscious transference which permits the average man to assume that 
accidents or sudden fatalities are more likely to strike some unknown man 
rather than himself. Thus the agitator offers his followers, who either are 
or believe themselves persecuted, a method of relieving their feeling of 
social inferiority by indulging in fantasies in which other people—those 
they envy or dislike—suffer annihilation. 

The agitator expresses the unconscious wish of the dissatisfied to drag 
all other persons down to their own level of insignificance. Since “we” 
are down and out and have no chance to escape catastrophe, “we” do not 
want anyone else to be spared this fate. Freed from the inhibitions of 
conscience by the agitator’s evocation of inevitable doom, his listeners can 
give gratifying play to fantasies arising from repressed destructive 
impulses. Since the agitator has used actual threats of catastrophe to con¬ 
struct a fantasy-threat which bars positive satisfactions to his adherents, 
they seem driven to seek the compensation of gratifying the death 
instinct: “the whole world will go down with us.” For the unconscious, the 
threatened apocalypse, which might have been the stimulus to action to 
ward off social dangers, here becomes the “solution” itself. 



CHAPTER IV 


THE RUTHLESS ENEMY 


Like all advocates of social change the agitator finds the enemy respon¬ 
sible for his followers’ sufferings. But while in other movements defeat 
of the enemy is a means to an end (a new society or a reformed society 
of one sort or another), in agitation it is an end in itself. The enemy is 
conceived of not as a group that stands in the way of achieving a certain 
objective, but as a super-oppressor, a quasi-biological archdevil of abso¬ 
lute evil and destructiveness. He is irreconcilable, an alien body in society 
which has no useful productive function. Not even in theory is he ame¬ 
nable to persuasion. There is no bridge which the enemy can cross for 
repentance. He is there—forever, evil for the sake of evil. 

The agitator finds the raw material for such a portrait in the existing 
stereotypes of hostility. His targets are innumerable. After naming them 
as the “communists,” “the Nazis, the Fascists and the Japs,” “the (so- 
called) Friends of Democracy,” “the Internationalists,” “The New Deal 
Bureaucrats,” “Walter Winchell,” and “Communist and pro-Communist 
journals,” he remarks that “The above list does not include all of our 
enemies. We could name one hundred more classifications of foes, but 
the ones listed indicate the type of opposition we face. WE ARE PROUD 
OF OUR ENEMIES. IT IS AN HONOR TO BE HATED BY SUCH 
PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS.” 1 However, the agitator makes an 
effort to integrate the diffuse hostilities of his audience into a definite 
image, which we shall now try to define. 

For purposes of analysis, the agitator’s portrait of the enemy is divided 
into three parts: the political appearance, the psychological substratum, 
and the pseudo-reality reference, the Jew. Chapters IV, V and VI discuss 
each of these versions. 


THEME 6: THE REDS 

The agitator makes use of all the familiar antiradical stereotypes. He 
speaks of the “beast of Bolshevism, the desecrator of the divine, the killer 
of Christians”; 2 and warns his audience that 
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Lake a Bubonic plague, Bolshevism moves across the face of the earth, 
burning churches, slaughtering the ministers of God, ridiculing the things we 
hold sacred, referring to religion as the opiate of the people, breeding 
discontent. . . . 3 

Yet the agitator’s position as one who wishes to produce the impression 
of being the most vocal enemy of revolution is not without ambiguity. 
For the radicals are not merely his enemies, they are also his competitors. 
Like them he aims at enlisting mass support, and like them he promises, 
not the partial palliatives of the reformist, but a definitive solution of the 
problems that harass his audience. 

The agitator must therefore establish the inferiority and unreliability of 
his radical rivals, while simultaneously reassuring the earth’s mighty that 
the passion aroused by his invective will not be turned against them. That 
is why his denunciations of communism are so virulent: he must show 
that he hates the enemies of private property more than do its wealthiest 
exponents. 

Whenever he can the agitator uses the language and ideas of what is 
currently respectable to show that he is a loyal and trustworthy citizen. 
No better example of this can be seen than in the way he seizes on the 
prevalent fear of communism to twist it for his own purposes. Many of 
his statements about the “reds” are indistinguishable from what a bona 
fide conservative, or even liberal, might say about communism. But 
when they are examined in the context of the agitator’s total output, they 
are seen as utilized by him in a unique approach. This approach is 
marked by three features. 

1. For the agitator, the revolution may come tomorrow: He never dis¬ 
cusses or analyzes the particular stage of development at which the 
radical movement may be at any given time; he makes no effort to 
distinguish between various kinds of radical movements, revolutionary 
or reformist, extreme or mild; he does not differentiate between the dif¬ 
ferent tactics used by these radical movements. All are lumped together 
into an undifferentiated revolutionary threat. This threat is not located 
in any specific movement or event or possible development; it is simply 
reduced to the danger of immediate revolutionary violence. His imagery 
of communism is drawn from civil war situations—violent seizure of 
power by armed minorities amidst an orgy of blood and violence. In fact, 
the revolution may happen any minute: 

Only hope is for Congress to awaken in time. Present Judeo-Red inspired- 
directed-financed strikes are part of Bolshevik revolutionary technique to 
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sabotage our economy and facilitate Reign of Terror co-incident with outbreak 
of World War III.* 

The agitator’s concept of communism is infinitely extendable. Adopting 
the air of someone “in the know,” the agitator tells his listeners that 
groups holding actual political or economic power are linked to com¬ 
munism. At the same time its threat is used to satisfy a craving for fan¬ 
tastic and gruesome stories. The agitator suggests a principle of sys¬ 
tematization for an almost paranoiac state of mind: “Confusion out of 
mouths of columnists, ambassadors, bishops, courts, politicians, yet same 
RED THREAD tieing all together . . .”® 

The extent of this danger can be seen when it is .realized that “with 
Communists drinking tea in the White House and 2,850 of them on the 
payroll of the United States . . . the time has come for America to wake 
up and act.” 6 Under such circumstances, suggests the agitator, it seems 
almost impossible to expect the government to act and no other way is 
available but the spontaneous rising of the people. 

2. He blurs the specific nature of the communist threat by identifying 
it with general forebodings of impending doom: Rehind communism are 
“international outfits” and whether they plan a revolution or a world 
union, the same force is at work: “Certain international outfits attempting 
to rob us of our national sovereignty, promote us into supergovemment, 
or make us part of an international Communist revolution, or take us 
back into the Rritish Empire.” 7 

The agitator blurs the distinction between communism and other ide¬ 
ologies distasteful to him by denying the very reality of communism: 
“There is no ‘Communism’ in the world and none is intended now or at 
any time in the future. It is a vast dupery. . . .” 8 It is as though “front” 
organizations are the dupes of communism and communism itself is also 
a “front” for something else. This stigmatization of communism as a kind 
of dupery divests it of any ideological significance and extends its 
meaning to the point where it is completely vague. For the agitator 
such an extension is a powerful device: it enables him to suggest that 
communism is merely a label to conceal sordid activities . . . and that 
consequently anyone whom the agitator considers sordid may be called 
a communist. 

3. He associates the communists with the Jews: “Those who support 
. . . Communism will not escape our Opposition even though they seek 
sanctuary under the banner of their advertised race or religion and cry 
aloud that they are the objects of unjust attack.” 9 
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The identification of the communist with the Jew is well known, but 
the use to which this identification is put by the agitator is not. When 
the agitator describes communists as Jews, he transforms them from a 
group of people who might presumably be converted to his side into a 
group forever irreconcilable. 

He also introduces the connotation that the enemy is weak. To fight 
Stalin may be a formidable job; but once his advisers are identified 
as those Jews who “seek sanctuary under the banner of their race or 
religion,” they are easy prey. The very fact that they complain of being 
“the objects of unjust attacks” shows this to be true. In this way the com¬ 
munist bogey is tremendously inflated only to be debunked, and the fears 
whipped up by references to its power unmasked as ridiculous. The 
communist leadership is entirely Jewish: “Who Are the Leaders in Com¬ 
munism—JEWS? Can you name even one Irishman, Dutchman, Italian, 
Greek, or a German who are big Communist leaders?” 10 

And for this very reason communism is weak: 

The weak point of the Communist Party lies in its almost 100% Jewish 
leadership. There are a few ‘Gentile-fronts’—Foster, Browder, etc.—but from 
Comintern Representative down to local leader practically all authority and 
responsibility is in the hands of the Jews. 11 

The communist who had been portrayed as a wolf turns out in the 
end to be a disguised Jewish sheep who must be mercilessly punished by 
the other sheep as a means of exorcising their fears. 

THEME 7: THE PLUTOCRATS 

The agitator denounces both the radicals and those who are denounced 
by the radicals. It might be supposed that the primary purpose of his 
attacks on the wealthy is to reassure his followers of his radicalism. But 
closer scrutiny of agitational texts shows this purpose to be only an 
incidental part of a wider scheme. 

Superficially such attacks remind the audience of liberal and populist 
polemics against big business monopolies. In their private lives these 
financiers engage in terrible debauchery (cf. pp. 27-29); in their public 
lives they are conspirators gratifying their lust for power. They cause 
war—“no one who is without an understanding of money and banking 
can have the slightest knowledge of what this European war is 
about. . , .” 12 They “have been waxing fat on the money of sucker stock- 
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holders.” 13 This country is divided between “the billionaire bankers and 
their crowd on one side and the bulk of the American people on the 
other.” 14 

Hence it might appear as if the agitator adopts the ideas and language 
of the communists. In explaining the causes of the recent war, he seems 
to echo their declaration that it was provoked by imperialism: 

The battle of Singapore is a battle for Kuhn, Loeb and Company and J. P. 
Morgan Company. . . . Hundreds of thousands of American and English boys, 
possibly, will sacrifice their lives to save Malaya—and incidentally to preserve 
the investments from which profits are wrenched from the natives of Malaya 
to swell the purses of international bankers. . . . 15 

But this debunking is only preparatory to a subtle, almost impercepti¬ 
ble twist: the attention of the audience is concentrated, not on capitalism, 
but on the bankers. 

For all his articulation of spontaneous motives of anger, the agitator is 
remarkably consistent in avoiding any specific references to giant trusts 
in manufacture, transportation, and public utilities. But the agitator does 
attack the leading industries of communication; he seems to feel that 
they are his most immediate competitors. 0 When he does occasionally 
mention industrial enterprises, such as “mining facilities,” he hastens to 
add that these are controlled by a “few international financiers” who 
insist on ‘laying down their own rules of production.” 17 When enumerat¬ 
ing his targets, he places “special interest, feudal lords, slave owners 
and imperialists” beside “international bankers,” but he always manages 
to suggest that the main enemy is the “system of finance”: 

They want an imperialistic combination which will exploit the whole world, 
its natural resources and its people, and ultimately make of all people 
imperialistic slaves to be taxed and killed in battle, at will, for the preservation 
of their system of finance and imperialistic greed. 18 

In sermonizing thus against “Mammon,” the agitator seems to be 
exploiting traditional associations: Christ casting the money changers 
from the Temple. But his real motives are modern, even ultra-modern, 
and he seems quite aware of this. He indicates this when he says: 

Let us be realists and recognize that our destiny is confined to our America. 
It is not woven with the destinies of the empires abroad. By fighting for them 
we are fighting for neither peace nor democracy, but for the perpetuation of 

0 “You go to double feature shows and what you see is propaganda. About the 
only time you ever get any real meat is when you hear Gerald Smith .” 18 
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an obsolete financial slavery operated and controlled by the Sassoons, the 
Montefiores, the Rothschilds, the Samuels . . . 19 

The key word in this quotation is “obsolete.” Using the old populist 
image of the banker who manipulates gold, the agitator seems quite 
oblivious of the fact that in recent decades bank and industrial capital 
have merged into gigantic combines, but in fact he encourages the ruling 
powers to weed out from their ranks useless survivals of earlier decades: 
domination must be streamlined to be strengthened. The banker, here 
as almost everywhere else in agitation, identified with the Jew, is the 
symbol of outmoded methods of indirect domination. He is also an attrac¬ 
tive target for his audience, which tends to seek personifications of the 
anonymous causes of financial loss. 

The agitator is here following that stereotype which identifies eco¬ 
nomic power with financial power. Now that the banker or financier, an 
habitual object of hatred, has lost much of the power he had in the 
nineteenth century, this hatred can be more openly expressed. When the 
Nazis distinguished between productive and predatory capital, which 
they stigmatized as Jewish, they effectively exploited the distinction 
between economic and financial power. 

To the audience the financier is especially hateful because he seems to 
enjoy life and luxury without holding, as does the industrialist, any actual 
commanding power. The omnipotent banker seems also to be identified 
with—to be, in fact, an enlarged symbol of—the middleman who, in the 
eyes of the audience, is often held responsible for economic processes 
that actually occur in the sphere of production. The middleman, like the 
banker, is thought of as particularly predatory, while the industrialist 
is conceived of as the apostle of initiative, ingenuity and efficiency. 

As though worried that his audience might misunderstand his inten¬ 
tions and extend his attack on the bankers to the groups he wishes to 
spare, the agitator hastens to add that “if the time has arrived for us to 
issue a democratic disclaimer against international banking, we will not 
accept in its stead international Communism.” 20 In fact, he is opposed to 
capitalism only because he wants to destroy communism, which “can 
not be eliminated until capitalism with its usurious money system is 
removed, lock, stock and barrel, from our social lives.” 21 Here again 
the phrase “with its usurious money system” indicates how strategically 
obsolete his characterization of capitalism is. 

On an agitational plane, he is committed to a fight on two fronts: 
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against communism and against “usurious” capitalism. He avoids the 
strategic drawbacks of such a fight by a bold imaginative construction— 
the identification of communism with capitalism. The exponents of revo¬ 
lution are equated with the exponents of plutocratic exploitation. At the 
same time, the agitator shows how much he hates the capitalists when he 
calls them communists. That there are obvious logical objections to the 
notion of a capitalistic group plotting the destruction of the system from 
which its profits are derived, does not bother the agitator. He has several 
theories ready at hand to explain this phenomenon. 

In one of them, communism is represented as a tool of financial inter¬ 
ests that aim to establish fascism: 

Communism—Special bait dangled before a large segment of the population 
that has been frustrated economically by international bankers but which, 
nevertheless, is promoted by international bankers to create a revolutionary 
background for the establishment of the Servile State, i.e.. Fascism or Nazism. 22 

A varianf theory is that communism and capitalism are both weapons 
in the hands of a third party: “Unrepentant capitalism and conniving 
Communism—the right and left hands of internationalist imperialism— 
have littered our fair land with un-American activities.” 23 

But the agitator’s preferred method of establishing the connection be¬ 
tween capitalism and communism is by suggesting that “atheistic Com¬ 
munism” was “originally spawned in Jewish capitalism and Jewish intel- 
lectualism.” 24 The most striking formulation of this theory traces all 
modern isms back to a common Jewish ancestor: 

One must remove the causes to get rid of recurring effects ... we are 
concerned with liquidating the causes which created the concept of Hitlerism 
in the minds of men. These causes run back from Stalin to Lenin; from Lenin 
to Marx; from Marx to the Rothschilds; from the Rothschilds to the Bank of 
England; from the Bank of England to the pack of usurers who transub¬ 
stantiated a vice into a virtue in the sixteenth century. . . . 25 

Here we see the essential purposes of the amalgamation of communism 
and capitalism: by being thrown together, they cancel each other’s ideo¬ 
logical and functional characteristics and can be made to appear a tool 
of a racial enemy—the Jew. Furthermore the joint disavowal of “unre¬ 
pentant” capitalism and communism suggests the possibility of a third 
system to replace them: 

An objective analysis shows that the German people could not have hoped 
to free their homes, churches, schools and institutions from the Red menace, 
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without also breaking through the web of Jewish Capitalism which had been 
created around them. Necessity is the mother of Invention, so they established 
an economic system peculiarly their own, divorced from the international Jewish 
banking fraternity. This fact sent a chill over the internationalists . 28 

It is perhaps this very incongruity, amounting almost to uncanniness, 
of the idea of the Communist Banker that attracts the audience as a sim¬ 
ple explanation of bewildering real situations. The agitator’s attack on 
the banker who enjoys life seems to play up to the audience’s resentments 
of the banker’s enjoyments of the “forbidden fruit.” And since the agita¬ 
tor’s articulation of malaise contains a strong undercurrent of appeals to 
violence, the destruction of the Communist Banker seems, in anticipation 
at least, great fun to his audience. 

The uncanniness of this combination of bankers and communists sug¬ 
gests a psychoanalytical interpretation. The banker who enjoys the for¬ 
bidden fruit and preaches abstinence to others, who rolls in gold while he 
wants others to be thrifty, is a father image, object of ambivalent Oedipal 
emotions. The unnatural “marriage” of banker and communist seems 
“natural” to the unconscious, which in a sense considers every marriage 
forbidden because the mother grants the father sexual rights denied to 
the child. In this case, the marriage is particularly scandalous. The agi¬ 
tator’s theory of communism “spawned” by capitalism or of the Jew who 
begets both, suggests that their marriage is incestuous. The banker and 
communist who enjoy one another and deprive the helpless child in the 
name of the incest taboo are hypocrites of the worst sort. 

In the process of agitation, the attachment to the father becomes di¬ 
verted to the agitator himself functioning as a substitute father image 
who reminds his listeners of the incestuous marriage and confirms the 
scandalousness of incestuous relationships. At the same time he mobilizes 
resentment against both parents who deny sexual gratification to the 
follower and force him to look for it elsewhere—in a community of 
“brothers.” These psychoanalytical connotations of the image of the 
communist banker are in accord with its political function of suggesting 
the inevitability of a fascist solution: psychoanalytically fascism has been 
viewed as a revolt of the “brothers” against parental authority. 

We may then sum up agitation material on the theme of the Plutocrat 
in the following propositions: 

When the agitator attacks capitalism, he rails, not against social insti¬ 
tution, but a group of evil individuals. 

These individuals he identifies as manipulative financiers, thereby ap- 
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pealing to the political emotions of an outlived era, usually the populist 
era in which the banker was seen as the great enemy. 

By identifying the banker as the enemy and by restricting his denunci¬ 
ations to finance, the agitator leaves free from attack the crucial area of 
modern capitalist production. 

The agitator reconciles his denunciations of communism and capital¬ 
ism by constructing the “communist banker”—the Jew, who utilizes both 
communism and “usurious” capitalism for his own ends. 

THEME 8: THE CORRUPT GOVERNMENT 

When the agitator criticizes the government, he behaves like any other 
spokesman for a party out of office. But he differs from the reformer in 
the verbal violence of his attacks. And unlike the revolutionary, he limits 
his denunciations to the personnel of the government; he does not attack 
its basic structure. 

The New Deal proved to be a particularly convenient target for the 
agitator. By denouncing governmental agencies, he could pose as an 
enemy of regimentation: 

Those men who are sent to Washington to protect the welfare of their friends 
and neighbors, to follow the orders of the common masses for whom they have 
agreed to be servants, then fail to work for the welfare of their friends and 
neighbors, and to carry out their orders, should be punished as all traitors 
and breakers of faith should be punished. 27 

The agitator hints that he cannot expose the “vast bloc of lawless 
usurpers” who “have moved into positions of power . . .” 28 as vigorously 
as he would wish. “You know today we cannot use free speech in America 
... A man gets up here to talk Americanism and they have a hundred 
lights on him .. . Sure, an American can’t talk today . . .” 29 But the agita¬ 
tor is able to talk boldly about not surrendering “my Americanism to 
Samuel Dickstein or anyone else” 30 precisely because he knows that a 
liberal-minded administration will continue to grant him the opportunity 
to voice his opinions. 

When the Nazis denounced the German Republic for its inability to 
cope with economic problems and its failure to break the diktat of Ver¬ 
sailles, they benefited from a condition of acute crisis in which the break¬ 
down of liberal government had become apparent to the masses. Much 
the same thing was true of the situation in which the Italian Fascists 
seized power. In both countries, moreover, there had been powerful 
socialist movements which for several decades had persuaded masses of 
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people, especially the workers, that the governments were not “theirs” 
but were instruments of their exploiters. Both the Nazis and the Fascists 
capitalized on this general suspicion of established government by de¬ 
railing the attitudes of “class consciousness” off the socialist tracks. 

The American situation is somewhat different. Here there is no long- 
established antigovernmental or anticapitalist tradition which the agitator 
can exploit. The influence of the various radical groups in America is and 
has been negligible; and even the populist rebellion, whose tradition the 
agitator tries at many points to utilize, was mainly against specific abuses 
of various financial groupings, rather than against the government as 
such. In America there is no prevalent feeling among the masses that the 
government is not “theirs.” Whatever complaints the bulk of the Ameri¬ 
can people may have are formulated in terms of remedying a specific 
situation (“bureaucrats,” “the trusts,” “anti-labor Congressmen,” “social¬ 
istic New Dealers”). Such complaints do not, however, comprise a rejec¬ 
tion of the social or political status quo. 

For the agitator this is a very considerable handicap and as a result he 
must exercise a certain amount of care in the way he denounces the gov¬ 
ernment. He stresses that Washington is the arena of a perpetual struggle 
for power between the forces of disintegration and national unity: 
“Washington is full of tricksters with whom it is very difficult for some of 
our most patriotic representatives to cope.” 81 

Portraying the administration as influenced by agents of financial in¬ 
terests, the agitator suggests that it only pretends to represent the people 
as a whole: “The President, thereupon, appointed a committee to investi¬ 
gate the rubber situation, headed by Bernard Baruch, who for years has 
been known as a ‘Wall Street fixer.’ Someone has well said—Why should 
we appoint the Devil to investigate Hell?” 82 

But no matter how severe his denunciations of individual members of 
the government, he praises the nation’s “capable executives” or “foremost 
business executives and managers” and urges them to “resist the aggres¬ 
sions of political bureaucrats.” 328 He suggests that the social forces which 
hold actual economic power in this country do not exercise the influence 
they should, while the influence of the “tyrannical bureaucrats” in the 
government is “out of all proportion to the influence they exert among 
the people.” 88 

The agitator is interested in suggesting, however, that at least as now 
practiced, representative government in this country is a sham, and that 
the actual rulers are secret groups. In this respect he benefits from a wide¬ 
spread present-day feeling that major decisions do not originate with the 
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elected representatives, but with lobbies catering to special interests. The 
audience may thus feel that he is revealing the true state of affairs by 
naming the groups he dislikes as the manipulators of the government. 
“We have a set of bureaucrats in power in Washington who are working 
for certain foreign monopolies and certain banking interests when they 
should be working for the people of the United States.” 34 He confirms 
suspicions that “big financiers get tips of contracts before they are given 
out by the government, enabling them to buy stocks.” 35 

The administration is accused of aiming at the confiscation of all pri¬ 
vately owned property and the agitator is “amazed at the lack of courage 
exhibited in America by its foremost business executives and managers 
to resist the aggressions of political bureaucrats and revolutionists in 
Washington.” 36 

Such seemingly trivial remarks serve in effect to glorify the direct rule 
of economic power groups at the expense of representative government. 

The agitator can play on the inchoate suspicions of his audience that 
vague impersonal and irresistible powers determine the destiny of the 
nation. He fans the traditional American distrust of bureaucracy and 
centralization and interprets the New Deal’s attempts to regulate big 
business as the first steps in the establishment of a dictatorship: 

. . . Roosevelt State Capitalism is not to be pursued under constitutional 
forms. The wealth is not to be supervised by capable executives of the people 
who have created it individually, that high and low may profit. These Ameri¬ 
cans, victims of Reaction in government, are simply to relinquish their massed 
increments into the hands of a perpetual political oligarchy whose fiat is to be 
unalterable and whose omnipotence is sacrosanct. 87 

Such criticism directed against individuals who supposedly insinuate 
themselves into high posts, can have wide popular appeal: the listener is 
free to apply the stigma of vicious abuse of power to every official who 
is for any reason whatever an object of his resentment. The agitator’s 
attacks further a pre-existing ambivalent attitude toward institutionalized 
authority. Officials are pilloried while at the same time respect for author¬ 
ity is maintained by the eulogy of established institutions. 

THEME 9: THE FOREIGNER 

In the agitator’s portrait of the enemy, foreignness is a prominent trait. 
The plutocrat or banker is “international”; the administration is domi¬ 
nated by “international monopolies.” Since foreign encirclement would 
hardly Seem a plausible danger to America, the agitator warns against 
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the dangers of foreign entanglements* And he finds a replica of the Nazi 
motif of living space in the immigrant population. He denounces plans to 
let new immigrants enter this country: 

Once landed on our shores, they would immediately start muscling Americans 
out of their jobs and their businesses. These “pioneers” would not develop 
new farms, mines, and enterprises, as did our forefathers. They haven’t the 
intestinal stamina to pioneer; they would take, by their gold-usury-squeeze 
methods, what has been built by Americans. 38 

In the above portrait of the alien, he seems to be a dangerous compet¬ 
itor, a predatory element associated with “international” bankers. But he 
is simultaneously associated with communism: 

From the four comers of this earth, foreigners came to our country to 
monopolize our resources. They are wolves in sheep’s clothing, wise in the 
ways of propaganda and crime . . . the countries across the seas have sent 
crafty propagandists, who are destroying everything through subversive agi¬ 
tation. 39 

As against this banker-communist foreigner, the agitator evokes the 
image of the “good old days” when aliens with “their foreign isms were 
not busy working among the American people.” 40 The alien is thus con¬ 
nected with the disturbing aspects of contemporary life, while the nostal¬ 
gic image of the “good old days” suggests a pristine and uncontaminated 
era of security. 

But overshadowing such immediate political implications is the agita¬ 
tor’s stress on the foreigner’s intrinsic differences from the native. Be¬ 
cause he is endowed with immutable characteristics, the foreigner is 
essentially unassimilable. Aliens are not only responsible for “atheism, 
mental and moral decay, vulgarity, communism, imperialism . . . intol¬ 
erance, snobbery, treason, treachery, dishonesty,” 41 but they bring with 
them asocial characteristics which no amount of exposure to clean Ameri¬ 
can air can purge: 

When he [the foreigner] comes to America or grows up in America, he 
carries the cheating, double dealing, ugly spirit of some Asiatics and Europeans 
in his heart and nourishes that ugly spirit by reflecting it in his social, political, 
fraternal and business affairs. 42 

While stressing how much of a danger aliens are because they “cleverly” 
divide “the American people . . . into groups,” 43 the agitator identifies 
them with Jews, a device which reassures those among his listeners who 
may themselves be among the millions of foreign-bom or descendants of 
foreign-bom that he intends no harm against them. The concept of the 
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foreigner is narrowed down to those who “inevitably bear a characteristic 
racial stamp.” 44 The agitator declares that “we don’t care whether you 
come from Italy or Czechoslovakia . . . from Ireland or Wyoming. . . . Are 
you Christian and are you Aryan?” 45 

We see here an interesting development of th€ agitator’s stereotype of 
the foreigner: from a specific external political threat to the country’s 
economy, he is transformed into the perennial stranger characterized by 
irreducible qualities of foreignness. When the agitator arouses fear of 
communism, resentment against the government, and envy of financiers, 
he is largely referring to the audience’s conscious experience; but when 
he arouses hostility against the stranger, the agitator seems to be reach¬ 
ing for a deeper layer of the psyche. In the agitational image of the 
enemy, the foreigner tends to be transformed from a specific dangerous 
but tangible power into an uncanny, irreconcilable extra- or sub-human 
being. This role of the foreigner in the agitator’s total image of the enemy 
is explicitly seen in his references to the refugee. 

The Refugee. For the agitator, the refugee is the most fearsome version 
of the foreigner. The very weakness, the very plight of the refugees is an 
argument against them, since “they fled from the wrath of the treach¬ 
erously outraged peoples of those nations, as they may one day flee as well 
from the wrath of a finally aroused populace in America.” 46 The refugee 
becomes identified with the parasite who seeks dupes to do his dirty 
work: 

A “Refugee” is a member of the male sex who comes boo-hooing to the 
United States because he’s “too cowardly” to fight like “real men” do, in Europe. 
He would establish himself in business or profession while the “real men” fight 
for HIS liberty. 47 

The refugee not only refuses to do dirty work, but threatens the eco¬ 
nomic security of native Americans: 

According to the admission of our State Department, 580,000 Refugees had 
been admitted to the United States up to January, 1944, mostly on temporary 
permits. These Refugees have swarmed into positions formerly held by 
American professional men now absent on account of the war and constitute a 
serious threat of postwar unemployment for native Americans . . . 

If there are hungry to be fed abroad, let the spirit of Christ stimulate us 
to export our surpluses instead of destroying them. It is not necessary or 
desirable that Refugees be brought to America to be fed. 48 

And the final identification of the refugee with the image of the enemy 
is made when he is depicted by the agitator as both a plutocrat-banker 
and a parasite who will end up on the relief rolls: 
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But it is reliably reported that comparatively few of the Jewish refugees are 
agriculturists. By far the greater number of them are city dwellers, and small 
independent merchants—ranging from peddlers to store keepers and bankers. 
These newcomers, therefore, would not seek colonies in the rural areas but 
hope to concentrate in our already crowded cities; and since many of them 
are already penniless, would go on the relief rolls almost upon their arrival. 49 

The agitator endows refugees with characteristics that make them seem 
distasteful creatures, untouchables whom one avoids as if it were a social 
commandment to shun them. His picture of the refugee thus becomes a 
miniature version of the Nazis’ notion of the sub-race, and his evidence 
for such an unflattering portrait ranges from the refugee’s alleged spirit¬ 
ual corruption to his most superficial mannerisms of behavior. 

Ultimately, the refugee is identified with the ancient figure of the out¬ 
cast, a man cursedly the gods, an exile who does not deserve a better 
fate. As such he raises a variety of ambivalent feelings among those who 
are subject to the agitator’s appeal. The refugee seems an ideal model 
for irreconcilability: he has no home, he is accepted neither where he 
came from nor where he comes to. The refugee and the outcast become 
symbols of vague unconscious urges, of the repressed contents of the 
psyche, which, mankind has learned in the course of its history, must be 
censured and condemned as the price for social and cultural survival. 
The outcast serves to exorcise the fears as well as the temptations of self- 
righteous individuals. The hatred for the refugee seems thus a rejection 
of one’s inner potential of freedom. 

We may further develop this hypothesis by examining the implications 
of the fact that the refugee is called a “beggar.”-’ 50 One reacts ambivalently 
to the beggar: his humiliation is gratifying on a subconscious level, while 
at the same time it produces a feeling of conscious guilt. Once this ambiv¬ 
alence is lifted by the agitator’s assurance that contempt for the beggar 
is not only a respectable but a necessary reaction, he can become a legiti¬ 
mate object of fury and spite. His suffering becomes a valid punishment 
for the fact that he has suffered at all. 

The refugee’s homelessness becomes the psychological equivalent of 
the audience’s repressed instincts. Such an equation prepares for a re¬ 
lease of banned instincts against banned people; a psychological bridge 
is constructed between the need of a resentment against repression and 
the resentment against a people without a country. He who has no home 
does not deserve one. 



CHAPTER V 


THE HELPLESS ENEMY 


The agitator faces a problem: as he frightens his followers with the 
specter of a ruthless enemy, must he not reassure them that the enemy 
can actually be defeated? 

Most social movements recognize that at the time of their formation 
they are weaker than their enemy, a situation that is presumably to be 
changed by the movement becoming stronger than its opponents. But in 
agitation there is no need to weaken him, but only to unmask his inherent 
weakness. His strength is based not on actual power or might, but on 
tricks and deception. 

The agitator so constructs his enemy themes that the political attributes 
of the enemy lead directly and unobtrusively into psychological attri¬ 
butes. In the latter he continues the process of dehumanization already 
begun in the political portrait, and then twists this dehumanization into 
helplessness. A low animal, a parasite, a bug is inhuman and therefore 
undeserving of sympathy; it is helpless and therefore easy to destroy. By 
portraying the enemy as a criminal, a degenerate, a low animal, a bug, 
the agitator stirs deep layers of hatred and frustration in his listeners; 
their itch to violence becomes unbearable, and their hatred of this un¬ 
speakable enemy overflows. He steps into the muddy pool of the malaise 
in order to channelize it into a stream of hate. 

THEME 10: CREATURES OF THE UNDERWORLD 

Criminals. The agitator speaks of his opponents as “down-right vil¬ 
lains” 1 or as “hoodlums.” 2 The President is “supported mainly by gang¬ 
sters and racketeers” 3 and is “the kind of stooge the Overseas Gang re¬ 
quired to work their program of spoliation through the Congress.” 4 
Referring to plans for unification of Allied efforts during the war, the 
agitator finds that “it smells like that page in history which gives account 
of the attempt on the part of Benedict Arnold to put our troops under 
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the command of a foreign power.” 5 He is constantly discovering “wide¬ 
spread suspicion” created by “traitors of both alien and domestic breed” 
and leams that even Republican leaders are perhaps “only traitors in 
disguise.” 6 

But the enemy is more than a mere traitor, or villain or hoodlum; he is 
a murderer. Without naming names, the agitator makes it clear that he 
holds the enemy responsible for a good many unexplained deaths: 

Christ warned all posterity that the Jews were then and to be “Satan’s Chosen 
People” and that compromise with them spells destruction. Because Christ’s 
warnings have not been heeded by those calling themselves Christians, wars 
alone, created by “Satan’s Chosen People,” just the past 25 years, have liqui¬ 
dated over 50,000,000 Christians! To bring this close to home, another recent 
opponent of NUDEAL, Colorado’s Sen. Alva Adams, died of a sudden attack, 
making 19 dead Congressmen so far this year—3 times the death rate of 
England in 1940 their year of worst blitzkriegs! 7 

Such remarks are not isolated: the agitator exploits the conspiracy de¬ 
vice to suggest to his audience that accidents and natural events are 
diabolic plots of the enemy. He sees a sinister significance in the fact 
that Senator Lundeen was “killed in an airplane accident ... on his way 
home to address a rally of people who were protesting any premature 
entrance into the war”; 8 he suggests that this and other deaths reveal the 
enemy’s determination to achieve his ends by any means whatsoever— 
“if you hew to the line and let the chips fall where they may, anything 
can happen.” 9 

It is noteworthy that in playing up such stories the agitator makes no 
reference to law-enforcement agencies. The enemy is not only identified 
with the criminal underworld, but he is shown as operating with im¬ 
punity—murder remains unpunished, even uninvestigated. The agitator’s 
harping on the enemy’s terrorism might suggest to the audience that 
political murder is a natural expedient. They get away with murder— 
but this works both ways: the potential victim of today can become the 
executioner of tomorrow. 

And so murder and persecution are in the air, ubiquitous, unrelenting, 
ever threatening. The enemy is dragged down from the remote realm of 
power politics, revolutionary theory and stock exchange manipulations to 
the vulgar level of the underworld. But these very denunciations of the 
agitator imply that his audience, until today the victim of this criminal 
horde, will tomorrow participate in a ■ collective hunt of revenge. The 
enemy is offered as legitimate quarry. Since he commits such criminal 
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deeds with impunity, can the agitator’s followers feel any squeamishness 
about the methods to be used in retaliation? There is nothing left but for 
the followers to take the law into their own hands, and the agitator him¬ 
self will 

. . . treat personally with John L. Lewis, Robert M. LaFollette, and Samuel 
Dickstein, as three treasonable and surreptitious disrupters ... to arrest them 
as soon as possible with Silvershirt backing, and after presenting due evidence 
of their traitorous activities to a Silvershirt jury, to confine them upon convic¬ 
tion in a Federal penitentiary for the remainder of their lives. 10 

Degenerates. The enemy is not only a ruthless criminal, he is also con¬ 
stitutionally inferior. Because he is abnormal, he must be isolated and 
removed. He is foreign not only because he belongs to another nation or 
race, but also because he is organically incapable of behaving according 
to norm: “We want neither your physical nor your mental diseases which 
cause your peoples to engage, incessantly, in mass murder and devilish - 
destruction.” 11 

In his description, perversion and hysteria are closely connected with 
destructiveness. 

Why are Winchell’s reactions pathological? Why does he rant and rave and 
become hysterical? Why is he fanatically determined to destroy the reputations 
of others? . . . [He] is an ego-maniac. ... He is abnormally sex-conscious . . . 
a confirmed neurotic . . . and definitely psychopathic. 12 

The enemy, those “Socialists, Communists or psychopathic radicals,” 
is “howling about Fascism in America.” 13 “In all his career, Adolph Hitler 
did not approach the insolence of this minority in the number and gross¬ 
ness of their lies, in the perverse and stubborn nature of their wicked¬ 
ness.” 14 

That such epithets of degeneracy are vague does not at all impair their 
usefulness. For one thing they arouse distrust of everything the enemy 
says or does, but, more important, they suggest the conclusion that the 
insane enemy must be isolated. Nor can there be any pity for the insane 
once their sickness has been designated as socially poisonous. 

Here again the agitator’s appeal is based on an ambivalent approach to 
the alleged characteristics of the enemy: the very piling up of the enemy’s 
horrible characteristics implies to his followers the possibility that, in 
such a situation of extreme social dangers, they too will be able to be 
released from their inhibitions. By diagnosing the enemy in terms of a 
syndrome of hysteria, perversion and insatiable hatred, the agitator stig¬ 
matizes him with the disease he is encouraging among his followers. 
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Low Animals. A criminal or psychopath, however dangerous, may still 
retain human features, and law and custom provide procedures for 
handling them. But the agitator breaks this last tenuous link between the 
enemy and mankind by transforming liim into a low animal. Likening 
the enemy to a vicious animal is more than a metaphor of abuse because 
the agitator’s use of this metaphor is so persistent, so overwhelming, that 
in effect it usurps the place of its object in the perception of the audience. 

As a poet whose inspiration is controlled by his ultimate purpose, the 
agitator confines himself in his imagery to animals of the “unrespectable” 
kind, rodents, reptiles, insects, and germs. He speaks of “criminal alien 
rats, and other forms of rodents,” 15 of the “Bolshevik rat’s nest.” 16 He 
states expressly that whatever other form the enemies may take is a 
disguise; in reality they are “poisonous, subversive vipers, regardless of 
the name they take on.” 17 He calls for energetic, ruthless action against 
the enemy on the ground that “we dare not play with the poisonous 
venom of a reptile.” 18 But it is when evoking insects or bacteria that he 
is most eloquent. 

. . . Like a cloud of grasshoppers, like vermin in the closet, like white ants 
in the cellar, like termites in the furniture, a million propagandists have moved 
in upon us. 19 

He develops a metaphor in great detail: 

These alien enemies of America are like the parasitic insect which lays his 
egg inside the cocoon of a butterfly, devours the larva and, when the cocoon 
opens, instead of a butterfly we find a pest, a parasite. 20 

In these foregoing examples the human connotations of terms like 
“propagandists” or “alien enemies” are literally buried under the mass of 
insects. 

A favorite animal of the agitator’s is the termite. In ridiculing one of 
his pet targets, former Foreign Commissar Litvinov, the agitator refers 
to him as “The Termite Lit-Val-Hin-Max-Graf-Buch-Har-Stein.” 21 The 
“enemies of America” are seen as “working like termites right here in 
America on the pillars of our social, economic, religious, and political 
life.” 22 These “termites have overrun the subway, the theatres, Coney 
Island, the Lower East Side, Flatbush, the Bronx, Newark. . . .” 23 

The micro-organism seems to combine all the vicious enemy qualities 
in the highest degree. It is ubiquitous, close, deadly, insidious, it invites 
the idea of extermination, and, most important, it is invisible to the naked 
eye—the agitator expert is required to detect its presence: “The propa- 
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ganda of the alienisms is seeping through the bloodstream of our national 
life like a deadly germ.” 24 

The danger of contamination is too great to leave anyone time to dis¬ 
cuss this diagnosis: 

... It only takes one venereal germ to destroy the body of a clean young 
man. It only requires one communist, well placed, to destroy a home, a mill, 
a factory, a school, or a section of the government. 25 

The terrifying implications of a threat of epidemic are so vivid that the 
mere accumulation of appropriate terms may suffice to produce the de¬ 
sired associations: 

Disease: Since B#243 quoted THE JEWISH PRESS 9-27-40 that Polish Jews 
are typhus carriers, predicting that such brought into Germany would spread 
that disease and help destroy Hitler . . . 

The Jewish NY TIMES 11-20-39 quoted special cable from Berlin that 
Warsaw’s ghetto was put under armed guards, segregation due to “Jews were 
making profits from the need of the Polish population; furthermore, they were 
dangerous carriers of sickness and pestilence.” This is bome out by Board of 
Health WPA project in 1934-35 in New York City to determine the relation 
between rats and typhus fever cases. . . . 

Since hundreds of thousands of such “refugee” Jews have flooded our large 
cities during NUDEAL (aided and abetted thereby regardless of immigration 
laws), and since THE JEWISH PRESS boasts that such Jews taken into 
Germany will cause typhus epidemics, what a danger exists in our midst! 29 

Since the enemy is a terrifyingly dangerous insect or germ, he must be 
exterminated ruthlessly: “What the average Gentile means to say is: It’s 
going to take violence to rid the nation of the Locust Swarm, and the 
sooner we get it over with, the happier for the nation.’ ” 27 

Indeed, people “are tired of the millions of alien Jews flocking like 
locusts to our country de-housing and de-jobbing native Americans.” 28 

Lest this agitational emphasis on low animals seem a mere fantastic 
aberration, it should be pointed out that European agitation indulged— 
and with all too evident effectiveness—in similar characterizations of its 
enemy. According to an eyewitness account, peasants recruited from the 
native population of Nazi-occupied countries to help in mass murders 
were given an intensive training course which lasted only a few hours, 
and which consisted in the study of pictures representing Jews as repul¬ 
sive small beasts.* Similarly, in posters that were widely used by the 
Nazis to disseminate anti-Semitism (two such posters are reproduced 
facing page 62) Jews are pictorially distorted to such an extent that 

* Cf. Hirszfeld, Ludwig: Historja Jednego Zycia, Warsaw, 1947, chap. XVIII. 
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the spectator must actually make an effort of the imagination to redis¬ 
cover the human form in what appears to be some strange sort of bug* 

How is this extraordinary content of agitation to be accounted for? 

The agitator dehumanizes the enemy on several levels: the enemy 
seems to him a foreigner who comes from suspect geographical regions; 
he is a criminal who inhabits reprehensible moral regions; and he is a 
degenerate who derives from disgusting biological regions. To these 
evocations of the enemy image, the audience responds by experiencing a 
threat to its livelihood from the invading strangers; a threat to its emo¬ 
tional balance by the specter of the ubiquitous criminal whose crime it 
finds simultaneously repulsive and seductive; and a threat to its human 
status from the feared and filthy subhuman creature. 

Various degrees of aversion to small animals are well known in psy¬ 
chiatric and everyday observations. Clinical experience indicates that 
there is a certain connection between extreme detestation of small 
animals and feelings of unconscious ambivalence towards childhood 
sexual development. Psychoanalysts have tried to show this ambivalence 
projected through parasitophobia in two ways: (1) the victim of parasi¬ 
tophobia longs for that phase in infancy in which the child, like a parasite, 
clings to and desires the mother; while (2) through his rejection of the 
parasite he expresses his subsequent revulsion from this attachment by 
means of his sadism into which his longing receded after being subjected 
to serious genital shocks and disappointments. In the parasitophobia the 
longing is still present but has been repressed by sadism; the longing 
continues its subterranean existence while the sadism is manifestly 
dominant. 

The agitator’s tirades against vermin provide a rationalization for the 
release of sadistic impulses against the dirty enemies. The gesture with 
which a person violently eradicates vermin and the mixture of repulsion 
and pleasure he may draw from this act, can serve as a vicarious rehearsal 
for the lust to annihilate more substantial enemies. 

The frustrated person (and we must always bear in mind that agita¬ 
tion is aimed at the frustrated) cannot tolerate the lack of frustration that 
he sees or imagines he sees in other people. Hence he yearns for ceaseless 
acts of destruction against the vermin as foreigners and against the for¬ 
eigners as vermin. What agitation tries ultimately to achieve here is to 
distort and corrupt the very process of the audience’s vision and audi- 

* Cf. Polonski, Jacques: La Presse, la propagande et Vopinion publique sous Voccu- 
pation, Paris, 1946, p. 108. 
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tion. The audience must be conditioned to see the enemy as an animal 
and to hear the enemy making animal sounds. 

There is another aspect of response which the agitator’s stress on low 
animals finds in his audience. Swarms of insects, vermin, and rats seem 
to be a particularly appropriate vehicle for projection by the masses of 
their unconscious realization that they are nothing, in many instances, but 
a mere mass. In violently eradicating the hated vermin, the sado¬ 
masochistic person tries symbolically to separate himself from the crowd 
and confirm his individuality. 

THEME 11: CALL TO THE HUNT 

The agitator has shown that the wolf in sheep’s clothing is actually a 
sheep in wolfs clothing. But an enemy overtly designated as helpless 
would cease to be an urgent menace and would not be a satisfactory 
object for the projection of resentments and fears. The agitator therefore 
simultaneously dangles both notions before his audience: his enemy is 
both strong and weak. He reconciles the apparent contradiction by in¬ 
directly suggesting that the enemy disguises his weakness by daring to 
be dangerous: weakness and strength blend in arrogance. 

Weakness is inherent in the notion of the enemy as a stranger, an out¬ 
law, a psychopath, and a low animal. None of these images suggests 
genuine danger. As for the enemy conceived as a germ or scourge, he can 
be dangerous only if moral taboos or humane considerations hamper 
efficient antisepsis. 

Lacking any solid social support, despised and hated by the people, the 
enemy has never been able to seize and hold power, has never dared 
emerge undisguised into daylight. In fact, the enemy is aware of his weak¬ 
ness. He hides like a rat “in alley ways and other dark holes”; 29 he lurks 
“in the shadows of anonymity” 30 and even cultivates “a passion for 
anonymity.” 31 He hatches his plots while traveling “in a special train with 
the shades drawn.” 32 

When he dares come into the open somewhat, the enemy’s weapon is 
manipulation of public opinion. He controls the media of mass com¬ 
munication and operates “among the so-called intellectuals, professional 
people, school teachers, preachers, student groups.” 33 As a trickster, a 
shady character, an impostor without real strength, the enemy is thus 
the antithesis of the hard-working, puritanical, and self-restrained 
entrepreneur who adheres to social convention and rules of moderation 
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and has nothing to hide from the public. But the enemy, nowhere nearly 
as solid a character, has nothing but his wits at his disposal; he is a 
dealer in words, in mere ideas, in articles, in speeches. Shut his mouth 
by force, and he collapses. 

The agitator buttresses his suggestion that the enemy is fundamentally 
weak by linking the various kinds of enemies together in such a way 
that those which are merely targets of contempt take the edge off, so to 
speak, those which might symbolize danger. This amalgam of enemies 
is effected by a verbal device: cumulative enumerations of various 
enemies. The agitator speaks of “aliens, Communists, crackpots, refugees, 
renegades, Socialists, termites and traitors.” 34 All the doctrines he attacks 
hardly differ in substance: “Bolshevism . . . regardless of whether it is 
called New Dealism, Communism, Liberalism, Booseveltism, Social 
Democracy or Judaism.” 35 

No group has any genuine independent existence, and all are pretty 
much alike. The very fact that the agitator can speak in one breath of 
“this radicalism, this racketeering, this sabotage . . . nazi spies, com¬ 
munist agents” 36 or of “these dictators, these czars, these fascists, these 
Nazis, these communists, these gangs,” 37 may suggest that there is no 
need to be cautious in attacking any of them. In these enumerations the 
underlying motive becomes apparent when refugees are linked with 
crackpots, termites, and traitors. Such combinations deserve not only 
moral indignation, but also contempt. Such an enemy is morally and 
mentally debased, an “unspeakable gang of alien scalawags, Communist 
fellow travelers, revolutionary Jews, third generation frustrates, mongrel 
misfits, and hypocritical humbugs. . . .” 38 

The agitator seems occasionally to express surprise at finding such 
characters together: “an amazing conglomeration of cunning Communists, 
befuddled fellow-travelers, Utopian dreamers, and revolutionary vision¬ 
aries, in most every key post of consequence.” 39 

By this amalgamation of the various stereotypes of the enemy, the 
nature of the audience’s hostile emotion is transformed. The agitator 
supplants individual prejudice by mass prejudice. Individual prejudice is 
an attitude charged with emotional valuations and embodying idiosyn- 
cracies. Stubborn, even irrational clinging to idiosyncracies or prejudices 
is popularly interpreted as a kind of individualism. But when the agitator 
amalgamates the various hostile stereotypes of the enemy, the individ¬ 
ualistic kind of prejudice gives way to a cold, abstract, standardized 
fury that is closer to the paranoiac’s destructive rage than to the passion 
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of hatred. The enemy is hated with an emotional intensity that can be 
aroused only by a human being, and treated with a cold pitilessness that 
can be mobilized only against an inanimate object: “The Jewish Menace 
has now reached a stage that it can only be dealt with INTERNA¬ 
TIONALLY in the same way that Cancer, Malaria and Leprosy are 
dealt with and quite calmly at that and without any bloodshed.” 40 

While the international financiers, the House of Morgan, Stalin, the 
Jewish refugees, the Communist, and the fellow traveler are equated and 
are the objects bf the same fury, its immediate target is in this case the 
weakest group, the Jews. We need not assume that the agitator’s fol¬ 
lowers are completely deceived by the demagogy which attributes dan¬ 
gerous traits to the helpless victim. They may be dimly aware that the 
object of their fury is really innocent of the charge used as a pretext for 
attacking it; but precisely because a weak target is singled out they may 
remember their own deep-rooted fears of themselves meeting the same 
fate as the victim-enemy.* The enemy’s weaknesses come to symbolize 
the audience’s own futile and abortive protest against oppression. In 
offering them a quarry to be hunted, the agitator provides them with an 
effective method of relief: they are to vent their resentment on some help¬ 
less victim. Once the various hostile impulses against different enemies 
have been amalgamated by the agitator, reduced as it were to a uniform 
gaseous state, they exert equal pressure on all points and tend to break 
through at the weakest point. Where that is everyone knows. 

The act of the frustrated little man who impotently vents his fury on 
his child or wife is reproduced on a social scale. The individual perpe¬ 
trator of such an act may realize its irrationality, and may feel con¬ 
sciously guilty. But on the social level, the concentration of fury on stereo¬ 
types of weakness acquires a new connotation. By identifying the victim 
of persecution with the dangerous persecutor, the agitator sanctions and 
rationalizes an act of cowardice and impotence and makes it appear as 
an act of courage and wisdom. At the same time he relieves his fol¬ 
lowers from one of their basic fears—the fear of being pushed to the 

® The French historian Mathiez quotes the following excerpt from an official police 
report written after the execution of twelve persons at the beginning of the Terror: 
“I must tell you that such executions have the greatest political effects, but the 
most considerable of them is the appeasement of popular resentment. The wife 
who lost her husband, the father who lost his son, the merchant who has no trade, 
the worker who pays everything so dearly that his wages amount to almost nothing, 
perhaps resign themselves to their own sufferings only when they see people more 
unfortunate than themselves and when they think these people are their enemies.” 
(Mathiez, A.: La revolution frangaise, Paris, 1928.) 
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bottom of the social ladder. They are offered a group that deserves a fate 
worse than their own—a group of underprivileged people that they, the 
manipulated, can manipulate and humiliate with impunity. This trans¬ 
formation of the enemy from a dangerous persecutor into the persecuted 
quarry is the essence of the enemy theme in agitation. 

But it is not a replacement of the persecutor by the quarry; in the 
image of the enemy the two coexist. Hostility against the quarry can be 
effectively aroused only when the audience half believes it to be danger¬ 
ous; the hunt is always conceived of as an act of self-defense. In this 
way the followers are reminded that although they are an elite today, they 
are in constant danger, and can retain their privileged status only by 
faithfully following the leader in the constant hunt of the enemy. Not 
even extermination of the enemy removes the danger he represents: he 
has to be killed again and again, killed only to be revived once more 
so that he may fulfill hils function indefinitely. 

Lumping-Togetheb Device. It is this image of an organically weak 
and unassimilable enemy that emerges as the end result of the lumping 
together of the various enemy types. In the very process that blurs the 
distinctions between all the enemy groups, the Jew alone becomes more 
sharply delineated. From the outset he is present in all the versions of 
the enemy as their invisible essence, and when the agitator enumerates 
his various “vicious foes” it is always the Jew who stands out as the most 
conspicuous, tangible, and accessible target. Consider, for example, the 
following list: 

. . . the Judaeo-Marxists, Anglophiles, International bankers, radio com¬ 
mentators, Hollywood, Anti-Defamation League, Anti-Nazi League, Friends flf 
Democracy, Rhodes scholars, PM, Daily Worker, Chicago Sun, The New 
Masses, The Nation and The New Republic . . . 41 

Aside from the fact that communism, liberalism, and anti-nazism are 
elsewhere represented as Jewish activities, the only group that emerges 
as clearly identified here is “the Judaeo-Marxists,” the Jews. The implica¬ 
tion apparently is that an Anglophile, communist, or liberal is recognized 
through his being a Jew or being associated with Jews; and that to be 
a Jew is equivalent to belonging to a group or organization that the agi¬ 
tator considers pernicious. 

Likewise in the list, “HIDDEN HAND agencies—Communist Party, 
CIO, AFL, Federal Council of Churches, Jews, et al.,” 42 the apparently 
non-Jewish terms only help to throw a more glaring light on the Jews. 
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A member of any of the enumerated organizations is not recognizable as 
such and may leave it any time; but a Jew must always remain a Jew 
whether he wishes to or not. 

As Lindbergh said in Des Moines this week, sooner or later the American 
people are going to be looking for a few flocks of scapegoats. And it’s not going 
to be the Irish, the Spaniards, the Egyptians, or the Hottentots who’ll be 
called to that accounting. 43 

Indeed, the very idea that any other group could be a scapegoat is 
almost comical. The agitator knows very well that he need not be more 
explicit. But he does not merely rely on existing anti-Jewish stereotypes; 
he also helps to refurbish them and develop new ones. Reduction of the 
formidable persecutor to a helpless creature is supplemented by a con¬ 
verse process, to be discussed in the following chapter, in which this 
helpless creature is endowed with the qualities he must have if he is 
to serve the agitator’s political and psychological purposes. 

In singling out the Jews, the agitator need not necessarily resort to 
explicit ‘lumping together.” He speaks as though he knew that the 
tendency to single out the Jew as the source of all their troubles is 
latent in his listeners, and that the very mention of a Jewish name suffices 
to push all other “enemies” into the background. The procedure is illus¬ 
trated in a speech 44 made by an agitator who begins by depicting him¬ 
self as the target of persecution by the powers that be and the com¬ 
munists. It seems that as a result of an insulting remark he made about 
President Roosevelt 

. . . orders came down from Washington—I was nineteen years old at that 
time—orders came down from Washington calling for my arrest. I was im¬ 
prisoned and indicted by a Federal Grand Jury on charges of threatening the 
life of the President. 

This incident was followed by various tribulations, involving communist 
activities in the army and the “New-Deal-dominated War Department.” 
His opposition to Communism, he went on, made him appear suspect, and 
he was not allowed to go to the front: 

I immediately volunteered for the D-Day invasion of Europe saying that I 
wanted to do anything and everything that any other soldier had to do in this 
war to demonstrate that I was a true American and a loyal soldier—and a 
loyal soldier saying that I had volunteered for overseas service; that I loved 
America and I was a Christian and if I was guilty of anything wrong, I told 
them to call me up before an investigating board and examine my record and 
my life. 
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So I was turned over to one Major Goldstein [laughter] in the psychoneuro- 
pathic ward of the station hospital for observation [laughter], . . . 

During the speaker’s recital of the sufferings inflicted upon him as a 
result of insulting remarks, the audience kept quiet as though impressed 
by this tale of persecuted innocence. Mention of a Jewish name produced 
laughter—a relief of tension. 

The discovery of the Jew among the conspirators has subconsciously 
been expected all the time; the preceding list of enemies is revealed as 
a joke, and the Jew is its point. This point is enhanced by the associa¬ 
tion of the Jew with mental disease, for the suggestion is that not the 
persecuted hero but the Jew is the real psychopath. 

The relief expressed by the laughter is also caused by the realization 
that there is a simple method of “cleaning up” this “whole bad, smelly 
mess of persecution.” 45 All that is needed is to crush those psychopathic 
Jews. Behind these horrors there is a man whose name has been made so 
comical that pronouncing it dispels all fears. The humiliated followers 
thus become the humiliators, and act out their sense of superiority over 
their enemy. 

The laughter seems to foreshadow the pleasure of the anticipated hunt. 
The suggestion is that the followers are laughing only because they are 
generous—they should hit, and hit hard, instead of laughing. Like the cat, 
they play with the mouse. 

Pattebn of Obsession. The persistence with which the agitator builds 
his fantasy image of the enemy stems from a paranoiac conception of his 
relationship to the world. In any event, the agitator is the least restrained 
of all figures in public political life. Without inhibition or even the sug¬ 
gestion that he is in any way exaggerating, he can assert that “I read a 
pamphlet not long ago that said that 67 per cent of the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives were Jewish. I read a pamphlet that said it and it guaranteed 
the truth of it, put out by a publisher here in New York. And the Senate 
is somewhat the same, only a little less, about 59 per cent.” 48 Or he can 
ask with regard to the wartime evacuation of London: “Did you read 
about the wholesale evacuation of London, ostensibly to get women and 
children away from the terrible Nazi bombers—that haven’t arrived at 
this writing? Are Jewish refugees in the evacuated homes now, we 
wonder?” 47 And when the agitator is asked by the Library of Congress 
for copies of his publications, he is again on his guard; he suspects that 
it is one of the “tricks . . . used to trap Christian Americans. . . .” 48 To 
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complete our citations of the paranoiac character of agitational material, 
we find the agitator discoursing on “why Mussolini turned against the 
Jews”: “One factor compelling immediate action was the question of 
hygiene. Syphilis in a virulent form is highly prevalent among the natives 
of Abyssinia. Mussolini resolved to combat both miscegenation and dis¬ 
ease. Much to his surprise, he encountered considerable opposition in 
Italy. He discovered that it came primarily from Jewish sources.” 49 

Such paranoiac delusions as are found in the above statements are 
in reality the projections of hatred. The persecutor always represents 
some of the features of the person who suffers from the paranoiac delu¬ 
sion. As Freud puts it, the man who thinks “I hate him” twists the thought 
into a defensive projection: “He hates me.”* By indulging in this projec¬ 
tion, the paranoiac relieves himself of part of his fear of self-destruction. 
The agitator, by directing his audience’s fears on the image of the 
enemy, similarly relieves it of some of its fears. But just as the paranoiac 
finds only temporary relief by fixating the blame on a particular target, 
so the most the agitator can offer to his audience is a palliative for 
rather than a cure of its fears. 

And so he, together with his followers, continues to search. It is this 
search, rather than any actual object of the search, which seems to 
characterize the relationship between agitator and audience. Behind one 
enemy there always lurks another. Suffering from a kind of eternal rest¬ 
lessness, the agitator never seems able to find a terminal and perfect 
image of the enemy; each version leads to another, each destruction of 
the enemy’s disguise to the renewed discovery that he has still another 
disguise. It is like a strip tease without end. 

They seem, however, to find a temporary resting place in their hunt for 
a target of their accumulated resentment. Here at last the “real” enemy 
seems to have been found—the Jew, who confirms the fantastic fusion 
of ruthlessness and helplessness. 

* Cf. Freud, Sigmund: Psychoanalytic Notes upon an Autobiographical Account of 
a Case of Paranoia, Collected Papers, Vol. III. 
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THE ENEMY AS JEW 


The American agitator denounces communists, plutocrats, refugees 
without qualification, but he insists on distinguishing between “inter¬ 
national” and “American,” atheistic and religious, “good” and “bad” Jews. 
To believe him, his feelings towards the Jews are quite friendly and he 
is only attacking so-called organized Jewry. The functional characteristics 
of the enemy which he sometimes explains as consequences of racial 
characteristics, he at other times sees as the cause of racial characteristics. 
Communist or plutocrat lead to the Jew, but the Jew seemingly leads 
back to the communist or plutocrat. 

The American agitator’s failure to develop an explicit and complete 
anti-Semitic program may be due to the political immaturity of American 
agitation or to the opprobrium attached in this country to public expres¬ 
sions of anti-Semitism. Whatever the reason, indirect approaches to anti- 
Semitism actually help the agitator: he can pose as an objective student 
who is not obsessed by hatred and who should therefore not be denounced 
as a fanatic. Anti-Semitism, he says, is “one of the mysteries of the cen¬ 
turies” 1 and he merely wonders “if the entire matter of preservation of 
the Jewish community as a separate and peculiar community should not 
be given study?” 2 

He can build up a certain suspense: his listeners know the anti-Semitic 
themes will come but they are not always sure how the agitator will 
put them across. The agitator can also imply that his reserve in discussing 
such matters is due to the power of the forces opposing him. But since 
he always manages to put across his anti-Semitic bias, he suggests that 
he has succeeded in defying the power of the opposition. 

In this chapter no attempt is made to develop a theory of anti-Semi¬ 
tism. We are here concerned only with the stereotypes of the Jew as they 
appear in agitational material and the way in which the agitator develops 
and transforms those stereotypes into a logically self-contradictory but 
psychologically consistent image of the Jew, who appears both as weak 
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and strong, victim of persecution and persecutor, endowed with un¬ 
changeable racial characteristics and irrepressible individualism. 


THEME 12: THE VICTIM 

The Jew is Persecuted. The theme of the persecuted Jew appears in 
many variations: sometimes he is pictured as a tool or victim of provi¬ 
dence; sometimes the severity or existence of persecution is denied; and 
sometimes the agitator even implies that the Jews stage pogroms against 
themselves. Whatever the variation, however, the agitator succeeds in 
keeping his audience constantly aware of the so-called Jewish problem. 
It matters little whether he denies being an anti-Semite or pretends to 
explain or even deplore it; in each case he manages to suggest that anti- 
Semitism is a fundamental and relevant category in the discussion of 
public issues. 

The agitator characterizes persecution of Jews as a kind of natural 
phenomenon: 

They were thrown out of every country that got a hold of them . . . Mus¬ 
solini came in and they were thrown out . . . Mr. Hitler came along and he 
threw them out . . . they were thrown out of Poland . . . they were thrown 
out of Norway . . . France had to throw them out. France is throwing them 
out. 8 

The agitator is apparently aware of the public revulsion against the 
Nazi acts of violence. To counteract the possible effects of it, he absolves 
fascist leaders from all responsibility: 

We cannot let ourselves be hoaxed into believing that these refugees have 
fled from the wrath of Franco in Spain, or from the wrath of Hitler when they 
left Moravia, or Slovakia, or now from Poland. Nol They -fled, from the wrath 
of the treacherously outraged peoples of those nations, as they may one day 
flee as well from the wrath of a finally aroused populace in America. 4 

Before the spectacle of Jewish misery, the agitator eschews any dis¬ 
play of emotion and instead urges his audience to study the question 
“objectively.” He seems to refute the notion that he appeals primarily 
to passions, and presents the audience with a systematic survey of Jewish 
history preceded by the following remarks: 

Recurring persecutions and expulsion of the Jews have marked the history 
of every age and country since the fall of Jerusalem. ... As background for 
current reading about the Jews—particularly the war mongering of their 
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international financialists and political policymakers [we present the following 
survey] . . - 5 

Although the explanation is here purely secular, and the fall of Jeru¬ 
salem is associated with the intrigues of international bankers, the over¬ 
all purpose of this “background for current reading” is to impress upon 
the reader the permanent and inevitable character of Jewish persecutions. 
The personality and motives of the persecutor recede into the back¬ 
ground: the Nazi attack on the Jews is a problem that concerns only 
the Jews, who, since they are destined to suffer, cannot be defended by 
any earthly power. By summoning them to seek refuge only in spirituality, 
the agitator drives home the idea of their absolute defenselessness, and he 
underscores the precariousness of this refuge by comparing it to a bomb 
shelter: 

If there was ever an occasion for Jewry to abandon its materialism, now 
is the acceptable day. Until there is a deep spiritual reawakening in the hearts 
of Jewish leaders, there will be perpetuated the story of Egypt in America and 
every other nation—a story which will chronicle the worst sufferings of God’s 
once chosen people. Perchance the rich can flee—for a time. But the poor, 
innocent, misled little Jew will remain, as he always does, to bear the 
plagues of persecution. . . . Have the Jews forgotten that the more they 
organize materially against their opponents, the more assaults will increase 
and the closer they are to persecution? There is no security for Jews except in 
the bomb shelter of spirituality. 6 

The Jew is not Persecuted. One of the major devices by which the 
agitator develops his theme of the Jew as victim is often to deny the very 
existence of persecution. “The persecutions of which the Jews in Ger¬ 
many complained were in reality no persecutions at all.” 7 For even if 
there were one or two difficulties in Germany, nonetheless, “Synagogues 
are open on Saturday the same as usual and rabbis receive their pay 
without molestation.” 8 

Towards such matters the agitator is eager to be as unimpassioned 
and cautious as possible. One must not be too hasty in accepting news 
reports: “No one in this country knows the exact truth about German 
treatment of the Jews except that its severity has been greatly exag¬ 
gerated.” 9 For the fact is that though “the wails of the rabbis about the 
persecuted Polish Jews clutter up the press . . . we can dry our sympa¬ 
thetic tears; the sob stories are not true!” 10 The agitator is not taken in by 
mere newspaper reports; he reasons dispassionately: “At present there 
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are three and a half million Jews in Poland and they would not be there 
if there had been any ‘persecution.’ ” n 

What does the agitator achieve psychologically by thus flouting the 
historical evidence of persecution of Jews? For one thing, since the 
Jewish complaints are branded as exaggerated, the Jews are established as 
professional complainers who take advantage of the gentiles’ kind- 
heartedness. At the same time, the persecutions are reduced to some¬ 
thing quite ordinary, normal, and legal, routine activities of a modem 
state. Here the agitator implies that the term “persecution” does not really 
apply to the Jews, for the Jews ars not quite normal human beings any¬ 
way. One does not speak of a termite’s or a parasite’s rights when it is 
exterminated. Such creatures cannot be said to be persecuted; they are 
simply destroyed. 

True, the Jews groan and lament, but they are still alive: “On all sides 
we hear of the ‘terrible German pogroms,’ but we have yet to hear of a 
single Jew killed in one under the Hitler regime.” 12 In fact, hints the 
agitator, it is not unlikely that Jewish complaints are merely a stratagem 
to conceal aggressions against Christians: . . all this hue and cry about 
Hitler’s persecution was smokescreen to hide the disappearance—mostly 
to USA is my guess—of millions of Jews in Europe.” 13 

And so what appears to others as an attack on a defenseless group 
becomes a struggle between the forces of order and a cunning enemy 
whose demand for rights is merely a pretext for securing unfair advan¬ 
tages. Only the suckers can pity Jews—only those who allow their pity 
to make them the victims of the Jews. One must suppress one’s altruistic 
impulse in relation to them as one suppresses it when witnessing the 
arrest of a criminal. The impunity with which actual persecution of the 
Jews is denied seems to imply that whoever joins the hunt of the Jews 
need not fear punishment or moral disapproval. For, says the agitator, 
the persecuted are really the persecutors. 

Anti-Semitism Disavowed. The agitator’s repudiations of anti-Semitism, 
or even direct assertions of pro-Semitic feelings—“I am a friend of the 
Jews” 14 —are variations of the rhetorical figure of apophasis (mention of 
something while denying intention to mention it). The form, sometimes 
the mere tone, of such statements belies its presumed content. The 
audience always knows. For the agitator manages to insert an anti-Semitic 
insinuation in the very midst of his disclaimer. For example: “ Liberation 
has never deliberately dealt in rancors. It has picked no quarrel with 
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the Jew as individual but strictly what his race represents in the mass .” 18 
Whether the individual is blamed for the group or the group for the 
individual, the effect is the same. 

The existence of anti-Jewish animosity is justified by innuendo: the 
Jews are behind both capitalism and communism. The same ambiguity 
is developed in the guise of careful definitions: 

. . . neither Father Coughlin nor Social Justice is anti-Semitic ... in the 
sense that it is opposed to any individual Jew, to any religious Jew, to any 
group of Jews. 

We are opposed, however, to having atheistic Jews impose their code of 
life upon our political structure, our social structure, our economic structure 
and our national structure . 1S 

Such formulations actually define the anti-Semitic tactics: the Jew must 
always be attacked on some pretext; the fact that the Jew is persecuted 
must be exploited politically. If despite all the agitator’s sincere efforts 
to the contrary anti-Semitism still flourishes, it is not his fault. He even 
promises to defend the Jews—and takes this opportunity to outline a 
program of action for the anti-Semitic extremists: 

Will I ever assail Jewry in general? Ridiculous! 

If and when the day should come when the anti-Semite radicals will grow 
strong enough as a result of the depression and Communist aggression to rise 
against the Jews, I will be in the front ranks of the Cohens, the Franklins, the 
Issermans, the Wises, the Bambergs and the other sons of Israel fighting in their 
defense. 17 

While these denials afford him an additional opportunity to keep the 
so-called Jewish problem alive in the minds of his audience, they are 
especially helpful in the dissociation of anti-Jewish action from anti- 
Jewish sentiment. Even those who do not harbor any anti-Semitic feelings 
must be mobilized for the hunt, or at least neutralized. It is as though 
the agitator were aware of the fundamental difference between the kind 
of “bona fide” suburban anti-Semitism, which is not usually associated 
with a conscious political purpose, and totalitarian anti-Semitism, in 
which the Jew is primarily an object of political manipulation. An anti- 
Semite of the traditional type may recognize that at least some Jews are 
good citizens, although he would not care to meet them socially. What 
the agitator aims at is to impress upon his audience the need to persecute 
all Jews, the “good” and the “bad”—a distinction he does not take very 
seriously in any case. And by developing the idea of collective respon¬ 
sibility of the Jews, he provides the rationalization for this attitude. 
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All Are Guilty. The agitator professes to be so opposed to anti- 
Semitism that he often gives the Jews advice on how to combat it. “Why 
don’t the Jews who want peace and quiet repudiate such character assas¬ 
sins as Walter Winchell?” 18 

Or he addresses himself directly to Jewish religious leaders: “The 
evil doers in their own midst must be cried out against by the rabbis.” 15. 

By suggesting that the “bad” Jews are able to engage in their destruc¬ 
tive activities because they enjoy the passive support of the “good” ones, 
he smuggles in the notion of collective responsibility. 

I say to the good Jews of America, be not indulgent with the irreligious, 
atheistic Jews and Gentiles ... be not lenient with your high financiers, and 
politicians who assisted at the birth of the only political social and economic 
system in all civilization that adopted atheism as its religion, internationalism 
as its patriotism and slavery as its liberty. . . - 20 

The agitator does not run any risk of being misunderstood in his time¬ 
worn distinction between the good and bad Jews. Jewish solidarity, and 
Jewish collective responsibility are treated as so self-evident that the very 
idea that some “good” Jews might escape the wrath of the aroused 
gentiles appears as ridiculous. As though to make this clear, the agitator 
playfully refers to a fictitious central Jewish organization which could 
correct any Jewish transgressors: 

FOR THEIR OWN PROTECTION I sincerely wish that the General 
Jewish Council would take some of their incorrigible children to the woodshed. 
A few lightning flashes properly aimed and a few thunder claps efficaciously 
yelled would do much to rectify the barometer of class hatred. . . . 21 

The agitator’s seemingly casual reference to racial tensions as “class 
hatred” serves to intimate that all Jews belong to the same social group, 
the well-to-do. 

Antt-Semitism Explained. The trouble with the Jews is that they don’t 
listen to the agitator’s advice; otherwise, he suggests, all might be well.: 
For some inexplicable reason, they reject his sincere offers of friendship:; 
“Why do these short-sighted Jews continue to goad us? Why don’t they 
cultivate our friendship instead of inspiring our animosity?” 22 The agita¬ 
tor drives to an extreme the idea, still held by many Jews themselves, that 
Jewish behavior or character accounts for the hostility against them. He 
denounces the narrow-minded ethnocentrism of the Jews: 

If you want to arouse an anti-Jewish sentiment in America that will sweep 
like influenza across the fields of our nation, break down these immigration 
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barriers ... Be temperate and satisfy the needs of your people instead of the 
racketeers within your own midst who are raising money with which to build 
up straw men and knock them down again. 28 

The agitator is particularly indignant at the Jewish effort to combat 
anti-Semitism. Such an idea is denounced as outright madness: “National 
Committee to Combat Anti-Semitism . . . this crazy organization should 
be folded up by the Jews themselves.” 24 

Anti-Semitism is nothing but a reaction to the Jewish persecution of 
anti-Semites: “These merciless programs of abuse which certain Jews 
and their satellites work upon people who are not in full agreement with 
them create terrible reactions.” 25 

From the idea that the Jews promote anti-Semitism by their stupidity 
there is only one step to the idea that they promote it deliberately: “Kahn 
is one of those Jews who is devoting his life to the promoting of anti- 
Semitism. God save the race from such Jews.” 26 Opposition to anti- 
Semitism is depicted as a method for escaping all criticism and for attack¬ 
ing innocent gentiles: 

“Anti-Semitism” is a defense mechanism. Its origin is very ancient. It is a 
label used by Jewish scoundrels to protect themselves against just as well as 
unjust criticism. No other race claims any such general immunity from 
criticism. The label frightens many persons with weak spines. 27 

No wonder that the agitator in exasperation accepts the label: “Inspired 
press constantly calls me anti-British, as well as pro-Nazi, and anti- 
Semitic. If following Christ’s footsteps makes me ‘anti-Semitic’—so be 
it.” 28 

The persistent denial of anti-Semitism thus becomes a proud admis¬ 
sion of it, with the suggestion that such admission is an act of courage. 

Unseriousness. Obviously, the agitator has the time of his life in dis¬ 
cussing anti-Semitism. One moment he may strike a pose as someone too 
frightened for words: “We cannot be specific in describing the race 
responsible for the hatred campaign because we Americans would lose our 
necks if we would dare to speak up.” 29 

Or he gives a clownish display of bewilderment: 

As my followers l«iow, I am opposed to racism in all its varied forms, but 
for some reason, which I cannot figure out, there is a certain clique of Jews in 
every community who stop at nothing short of murder itself to prevent our 
people from assembling. I must continue to believe, until I am convinced 
otherwise, that these people are financed ... by Josef Stalin. . . , 80 
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Or he imitates the techniques of the money-hack-guarantee advertise¬ 
ment: 

Lie Number 12: Gerald Smith is anti-Semitic. He answers this by saying 
that if any person can find a written or public utterance he has ever made 
against any race or any creed, he will retire from public life. 31 

He may also throw in an ambiguous reference to how efficiently he 
would deal with the question if he were in power: “If we will put Christ 
first in America and the problems of America first in our hearts, these un¬ 
happy conditions involving racial groups will be ironed out in a hurry.” 32 

Or he directly combines a protestation of tolerance with a transparent 
threat: “I am not religiously intolerant. I don’t care if the Jew stays in 
the synagogue all day long. Then I would know where he was.” 33 

It is noteworthy that the last utterance was answered from the audi¬ 
ence with the remark: “They go in there to count their dough.” In dis¬ 
cussing the Jews the agitator knows that he can get away with anything. 
It does not matter whether he calls himself a friend of the Jews with 
reservations or an adversary without reservations; it does not matter 
what the Jews feel about it. The fact that Jewish helplessness can become 
an occasion for jokes shows how he can succeed in suppressing human 
feelings in the audience and in promising more substantial pleasures 
when the real hunting season opens. The Jew is the victim, and victims 
are there to be victimized. The Jew should be persecuted because he is 
persecuted—this is the core of the agitational theme of the Jew as victim. 

It is now possible to trace the dynamics of the enemy themes. In 
portraying the enemy as ruthless, the agitator prepares the ground for 
neutralizing whatever predispositions for sympathy for the underdog 
his audience of underdogs may feel. If the enemy is ruthless, then there 
is no reason to feel sympathy for his simultaneous—if contradictory— 
helplessness. In this way the Jew as victim becomes legitimate prey. 

Moreover, the agitator can play upon the ambivalent feelings toward 
the weak who even as they are objects of sympathy, are also the objects 
of suspicion and hatred. It is dangerous to become identified with the 
weak; one avoids the persecuted victim almost as a matter of course. 
From such distrust of the weak to joining a hunt against them is a step 
which implies the complete repression of altruistic motives. Such repres¬ 
sion is not innately rooted in human character, but is determined by 
specific social conditions, one such condition being the mob appeal that 
rallies citizens to hunt down a criminal. But if a more convenient quarry 
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can be substituted for the criminal, the innocent will be persecuted as 
if he were a criminal, and the fact of his misfortune and weakness will 
be seen as proof of his guilt. 

THEME 13: THE OTHER 

The theme that says the Jew should be a victim because he is a 
victim is developed into the notion that he would not and could not be 
singled out for persecution if he were like everyone else. The Jew must 
have done something to deserve the general hostility directed against 
him, and he has done this because he is by nature unassimilable. 

The Jew is caught in a trap. When viewed as the Other, he is primarily 
accused of refusing to adjust himself; but if he shows the slightest sign 
of trying to be like the gentiles, he is told that he cannot change and is 
accused of malicious motives in wanting to change. 

Native Americans have no lasting patience with a people that stresses its 
differences, when it dares to do so, and retreats to an imaginary haven of its 
likenesses, after its differences have become a source of acute and general 
annoyance. 34 

The agitator uses a number of devices to suggest that it is the Jews’ 
otherness which is the cause of their persecution. 

The Jew as Anti-Christ. The most ancient explanation of anti-Jewish 
feeling is that the Jews rejected Christ. This explanation implies that the 
Jew has not been singled out by his enemies but has rather singled him¬ 
self out. As a result the status of the Jew is fixed for the entire Christian 
era: 

Take history and go back. I could take you back 400 years ago, and the same 
little minority group were thrown out of Spain. Why? Because they deliberately 
refused to live like any other man in the country. 35 

Striving to exploit religious sentiment, the agitator consistently refers 
to the Jews as the “deadly enemies of Christianity itself” 36 and “the hidden 
anti-Christ power” 37 and as indulging in a “ghastly assault on the Chris¬ 
tian religion.” 38 But this kind of conscious religious “argumentation” 
offers, especially in modern times, rather limited possibilities for the 
agitator, if only because—theoretically at least—the Jews can escape 
hostility by conversion. 

The agitator therefore strives to strike deeper psychological chords in 
his audience by perverting the universalistic nature of Christianity into 
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an endogamic religion that is equated with “Americanism.” More impor¬ 
tant, he uses traditional religious language to stir certain ambivalent atti¬ 
tudes which arise from the Christian recognition that Jesus was a Jew. - 
Images of blood and violence occur abundantly in his denunciations 
of Jews as anti-Christians. The Jews are absolutely ruthless, they “expect 
to show no mercy to Christians.” 39 In fact, their persecution of Christ has 
never ceased: “Though He had many friends, there was no one to speak 
out in His defense: ‘For fear of the Jews no one spoke out openly of Him.’ 
It has always been so. It will always be thus.” 40 

By vividly depicting this allegedly eternal hostility, the agitator is able 
to present his audience with sadistic images: 

Why is there in this world such deadly animosity for the name of Christ? . . . 
Pilate ordered that he be scourged, whipped—but even the show of blood upon 
his back did not satisfy the sadistic mob of Hell. They could be satisfied with 
nothing but crucifixion, death on the cross. 

So, down through the centuries, the Satanic sons and heirs of Beelzebub have 
continued to cry, “Crucify! Crucify!,” whenever the name of Christ is men¬ 
tioned. 41 

Thus the ambivalent image of the Jew persisting from childhood 
religious training is transformed by the agitator into an image of an. 
unchangeable group that consistently opposes every aspect of the 
western tradition. While pretending to preach Christian ideals, the 
agitator becomes the advocate of a radical anti-Christianity that denies 
the possibility of redemption to unbelievers. 

For genuine believers, the condition of the unconverted can be the 
cause not only of disapproval but also of pity. But the agitator’s “theo¬ 
logical” explanation of the Jew’s stubborn refusal to be converted can¬ 
not lead to pity; it leads, on the contrary, to the suspicion that the Jew’s 
refusal to see the light of truth is based not on ignorance but on some 
secret superior knowledge. While the Christians chase the mirage of 
eternal salvation, the Jews grab all the material goods. The Jews do not 
have to worry about the restrictions imposed by Christian ethics—and as 
the pious Christian prays, they empty his pockets (cf. p. 13). The Jews 
thus enjoy all the fruit forbidden to the Christians. 

As a result, the agitator’s repeated charge that the Jew is a “business-' 
man first, last and always” 42 and that “the only God whom he worships is 
the calf of gold” 43 has implications contradicting the agitator’s occa¬ 
sional excursions into theology. The agitator is here simply appealing to 
a strictly secular feeling: envy of unfair advantages. The Jews are so 
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ruthless and money-mad that they exploit even their status as a perse¬ 
cuted minority to gain extra privileges: 

They [the Jews] are unwilling to share the common fate of their fellowmen 
but they are demanding special consideration as a ‘minority,’ a ‘stateless’ class, 
a ‘homeless’ race, a ‘helpless’ people, a ‘persecuted’ religion. 44 

The Jew makes a racket even out of his role of anti-Christ. 

Clannishness. The Jews refuse to conform—in making this traditional 
accusation the agitator speaks out as a serious educator who wants each 
fellow to mingle with the crowd. He is disturbed by snobbishness and 
pretension of superiority: 

Let the Jews remember that too many Americans are conscious of some of 
the tenets of Judaism. Jews are so ultra-clannish that they frown upon a 
Jewish girl’s marrying a Gentile boy because the Goyim is not good enough, 
either morally or intellectually, for the girl. 45 

Trying to make capital of the age-old fact of Jewish seclusion as though 
it were simply a manifestation of Jewish character, he intimates that 
he must be kept apart from the community, and then accuses the Jew 
of seclusiveness. 

The charge of clannishness also helps suggest that Jews are primarily 
concerned with their own needs and indifferent to the welfare of the 
country in which they live: 

No one should expect from an American Jew the same devotion to American 
traditions, or to the stability of American society or even to the perpetuity of 
our constitutional government, as from other racial and national elements of 
the population.” 46 

Ferment. The Jew refuses to change himself, but at the same time he 
constantly changes his environment. The epitome of restlessness for its 
own sake, he is never satisfied with his place in society. 

The Jews, suggests the agitator, are troublemakers, if only because 
they try to improve their status. But the Jews are blamed for this very 
rebellion against the situation that produces their insecurity: their rest¬ 
lessness is attributed to an irrepressible will to power. The homelessness 
of the Jews is their own doing: “They have no country, never had one 
and never intend to have one. . . .” 47 In the countries where they find 
temporary rest, they plot to achieve dominance: 

. . . Jews so far forget their kindly and just treatment in this Christian land 
as to take the lead in every subversive movement for its overthrow: when they 
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carry on continual agitation against our economic system and our form of 
government in their open forums and conclaves of their rabbis . . 

When the Jews act as troublemakers they have come out of their seclu¬ 
sion. Hence, the agitator’s denunciation of their subversion is an implicit 
call to drive them back to the ghetto. But the image of the Jew as the 
irrepressible agent of change, the “ferment of national decomposition” 
(Mommsen) seems to have a still deeper psychological impact on an 
audience that is itself restless and insecure. For in a turbulent world 
where others, including the agitator, are compelled to grope hesitantly 
and often blindly and to fall back upon such vague notions as imminent 
doom or conspiracy, the Jews seem to feel at home. Using their “age old 
tactics,” 49 they have somehow managed, suggests the agitator, to preserve 
their identity over the ages, evil though it is; their troublemaking enter¬ 
prises, whether directed towards financial control of the world or revolu¬ 
tions against the world or both, always show that the Jews have a clear 
goal. In a world of shattered and atomized personalities, the image of 
such an enemy as it is unconsciously conjured up by the agitator seems 
both attractive and dangerous to his audience. By attributing these se¬ 
cretly desirable traits to the Jews, the agitator stirs his audience’s envy 
—and to feel envy of the helpless, hunted foe is to increase the desire to 
use violence against him. 

Spotting the Jew. The image of the Jew as Anti-Christ and its secular 
derivations of the Jew as clannish and the Jew as social ferment are the 
more conceptualized symptoms of Jewish otherness. But the Jew can also 
be detected by other, more primitive characteristics that are sometimes 
so elusive as to defy description. While the conceptualized traits reflect 
the Jews’ unwillingness to conform, these other traits reflect the Jews’ 
inability to conform because of their idiosyncracies. The former may 
sometimes be concealed, but the latter show through every disguise, and 
are the best way to identify a Jew. The agitator plays the part of a blood¬ 
hound always hot on the scent of the Jew who cannot hide his true 
identity. 

Among these alleged distinctive traits, there is first of all the Jew’s 
undefinable foreignness. The word epitomizing this trait of foreignness 
is “oriental” or “Asiatic.” The agitator speaks deprecatingly of “orientals 
who are American citizens,” 50 of oriental concepts of government, of 
oriental mobs that overrun the White House, of oriental aliens that in¬ 
vade our rich nation and rifle the cash register, etc., etc. Associations of 
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the forbidden, immoral, and luscious seem to play a role in the use of 
the term “oriental.” 

The attribute of foreignness is supplemented by a wealth of more 
specific references to Jewish history. The agitator can dispense with using 
the word Jew when he speaks of Pharisees, money changers, the gold- 
mongers clan, the usurpers of Christian liberties. He can content himself 
with mentioning “those flagless citizens,” 51 or indulge in a kind of “guess 
who” test: “Every classification of decent citizens in this country—except 
perhaps one—has openly condemned Communism. . . .” 52 He can name 
the Jew without naming him: “If Churchill says it is O.K., then it is all 
right from Hyde Park all the way down to the East Side of New York, 
from which district some big names have come.” 53 

He can also, just as in the case of anti-Semitism, take advantage of the 
official prohibition and resort to the rhetorical figure of apophasis (cf. 
p. 68): “There were certain over the radio unnamable naturalized per¬ 
sons living in America. . . .” 54 

Sometimes several attributes are merged, as in the following quotation 
where the traits of anti-Christianity, anti-Americanism, control of propa¬ 
ganda apparatus, psychopathic behavior, and sinister business machina¬ 
tions all point to the Jew: 

I do not subscribe to the proposition that if we have prosperity we must 
have war. That is Satan’s gospel. Peace is the gospel of Christ. The radio and 
the press are filled with the propaganda of war. Should we Americans engender 
an artificial hatred towards any nation to satisfy the merchandisers of murder 
and the owners of debt? 55 

Public censorship of broadcasts only partly accounts for the agitator’s 
habit of designating the Jews by indirection; the device serves purposes 
other than mere circumvention of the law. It is a game, a rehearsal of 
the anticipated hunt and a verbal reproduction of the age-old hunt of the 
persecuted. But this game in addition to its entertainment value serves 
also to teach the audience to discover spontaneously what the agitator 
wants it to discover. The attention of the audience is concentrated on the 
Jews more effectively when they are not mentioned explicitly. Look into 
the rat holes, the agitator seems to say, I don’t have to tell you whom 
you will find there. 

At the same time, the agitator seems to match the enemy’s tactics by 
entering into a conspiracy with his followers in which he speaks to them 
in the anti-Semitic in-group language: he summons his followers not to 



PROPHETS OF DECEIT 


78 

reveal the esoteric knowledge he has imparted to them, thus strengthen¬ 
ing the bonds between him and them. 

The prohibition against uttering the enemy’s name is an archaic herit¬ 
age. By not naming the Jew, the agitator suggests that he is so powerful 
that the mere act of calling him “the Jew” might mean danger. But simul¬ 
taneously he suggests another implication. The Jew is so despicable and 
wretched that even the mere mention of his name is repulsive. When the 
Jew is not mentioned in the same way decent people are, his character as. 
outcast is stressed, and he seems to the audience a weak and helpless 
figure. In this way, again, the agitator develops the device mentioned in 
the previous chapter: the Jews’ strength, a cause for hating him, is shown 
as merely a facade of his essential weakness, a reason for persecuting him. 

Yet the Jew remains ubiquitous. Foreign while yet familiar, he can be 
encountered everywhere, hiding under every mask and always spotted 
by the agitator. The Jew is unable to cover up his tracks. 

Jewish Names. The climax in the process of spotting the Jew occurs 
when Jews, still without being called Jews, are referred to by Jewish- 
sounding names. Now at last the quarry has been trapped and is ready 
for the kill. The audience reacts with laughter (cf. p. 63); in the agita¬ 
tor’s apocalyptic oratory, such moments of triumphant detection seem to 
provide one of the few bits of relief: “Sidney Hillman, or more correctly 
Schmuel Gilman . . .” 56 or, “Karfunkelstein, alias Leon Blum . . .” 57 
or “Meyer Genoch Moisevitch Wallach, sometimes known as Maxim Lit¬ 
vinov, or Maximovitch, who had at various times adopted the other revo¬ 
lutionary aliases of Gustave Graf, Finkelstein, Buchmann, and Harrison 
was a Jew . . ,” B8 

The agitator suggests that he for one cannot be cheated: he always 
discovers the essence behind the appearance. It is not true, he seems to 
say, that a name is just a name; if we look at it more closely, if we find 
its origin and pronounce it correctly, its true meaning is revealed. The 
Jewish name is a label that makes clearly visible the nature of its bearer; 
it is a stigma, it pins the Jew down, and he can no longer escape. 

The strong emotional reaction that the mention of Jewish names always 
seems to produce suggests that they are not perceived as ordinary names, 
i.e., conventions, but that they are felt to be an integral part of Jewish 
personality. The fact that Jews can be recognized merely by their names 
seems to bear this out; and the fact that the Jews have preserved their 
names despite all historical vicissitudes (in the course of which they lost 
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every other conventional sign of national identity) makes their names an 
important symbol of their historical continuity. But the Jewish name is 
also a symbol of the continuity of the persecution to which the Jews have 
been exposed. By bringing out this latter aspect, by forcing the Jew who 
actually or allegedly uses an alias to show his real name, the agitator 
twists the badge of pride into a badge of disgrace. 

The agitator’s frequent recourse to cumulations of Jewish names sug¬ 
gests that the device reverses the symbolic significance of such names in 
still another way. The repetition of Jewish family names creates the im¬ 
pression that they are all more or less the same, consequently that their 
bearers are all the same, and can be dealt with simultaneously and 
equally. Instead of denoting an individual, the Jewish name is made to 
indicate a species, a race. The name becomes a stereotype of nonindi¬ 
viduality: if you know one Jew you know them all. 

The Jewish name is transformed into a term of abuse and in hurling it at 
the enemy the agitator engages in name-calling in the literal sense of the 
term. As a mocking epithet, its sound is not only foreign but ridiculous. It 
strikes the audience as a joke: “Walter Lipshitz Winchell—I’m not jok¬ 
ing—that’s his name . . .” 59 

The agitator sometimes engages in painstaking heraldic research: 

It is known, however, that Winchell’s father used the name of Jacob Laino, 
and that Winchell assumed the name of “Lawrence” in his youth. “Our 
real name,” he once wrote with a show of impatience, is "Schmaltz.” Our 
guess would be that Winchell’s real name (if it ever comes out) is, or should 
be Vevele Weinschul, which is a good, honest, respectable name. 80 

The family name, envied token of tradition and heritage for non-Jews, 
becomes a symbol of degradation for the Jews. What the gentiles are 
proud to display, the Jews seem eager to hide. Their history is made into 
their curse and disgrace. By evoking a past when the Jews were perse¬ 
cuted (or, as in the above quotation, reminding the audience that the 
Jew who enjoys American freedom was once a subject of an anti-Semitic 
country), the agitator verbally reenacts the injustice previously done to 
the Jews. 

Mimicking. We come here to what is perhaps one of the most crucial 
anti-Semitic stimuli—mimicking,* which is not limited to the pronuncia¬ 
tion of Jewish names. Striking examples are to be found in the agitator’s 
way of describing Jewish complaints. He suggests that the Jews do not 

* Cf. Horkheimer, Max, and Adomo, Theodor W.: Dialehtih der Aufkldrung. 
Amsterdam, Querido, 1947, pp. 212 ff. 
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speak like human beings but make weird sounds: whenever they express 
emotions, they are loud, conspicuous, unbearable, and comical. The 
agitator refers to . . the wailing yelps and weird wails of subversive 
Jews and Communist gangs. . . .” 61 or imitates sounds supposedly made 
by Jews among themselves: “America’s Jewish Kommissars Screech, 
Squabble and Scrap,” 62 When the Jews want to protest against Hitler, 
these “alien-minded super-collectivists” indulge in “loud sneers and jeers 
and hymns of hate”; 63 on other occasions, they yell, howl, whine, 64 etc. 

What the Jews are here implicitly blamed for is that they seem to chal¬ 
lenge both the discipline of civilization, which prescribes restraint, and 
the suppression of the urge to display one’s own emotion. They appear 
free to act out their passions and desires, their demands and fears, their 
sympathies and above all their antipathies. Once again, the Jews refuse 
to conform, this time on a deeper emotional level. They are portrayed as 
despicable and dangerous for they insist on the right to be individuals. 
The agitator discredits such expressions of individualistic rebellion. 

This condemnation of Jewish expressiveness is accompanied by its 
caricaturing imitation. The followers are forbidden to indulge in such 
expressiveness for themselves, but they are permitted to imitate manifes¬ 
tations of it in their alleged enemies. 

The fact that the audience enjoys such caricatures and imitations of 
allegedly weird Jewish behavior shows that this Jewish foreignness is not 
as external to them as it might seem. They feel it in their own flesh, it is 
latent in them; the Jew is not the abstract “other,” he is the other who 
dwells in themselves. Into him they can conveniently project everything 
within themselves to which they deny recognition, everything they must 
repress. But this projection can be effected only on condition that they 
hate the Jews and are permitted to realize the repressed impulse in the 
form of a caricature of the enemy. They find an outlet for their repressed 
aspirations only by simultaneously condemning them. 

THEME 14: THE MENACE 

According to the agitator, Jewish influence is behind every threat to 
society and every frustration of his followers’ hopes. From the idea that 
the Jews are persecuted to the idea that they are persecutors, the tran¬ 
sition is not too difficult; it has been made often enough in the past to 
become a kind of stereotype. But this stereotype is not merely the product 
of anti-Jewish agitation; it would seem that the history of the Jews and 
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interpretations of this history have contributed to the creation of an idea 
of the Jew in which persecuted and persecutor are inextricably blended. 

The fate of the Jew has always been an object of theological specula¬ 
tion; his survival has struck many thinkers as a mystery that could not be 
explained by natural causes. A well-known religious philosopher who 
was by no means hostile to the Jews refers to them as a “pre-eminently 
historical people”* which 

according to the materialistic and positivist criterion ought long ago to have 
perished. . . . The survival of the Jews, their resistance to destruction, their 
endurance under absolutely peculiar conditions and the fateful role played by 
them in history; all these point to the particular and mysterious foundations 
of their destiny. . . . The Jewish destiny is characterized by a particular 
dramatic intensity which makes the purely Aryan spirit seem dull by com¬ 
parison. . . . The Jewish spirit constitutes a distinct racial type. ... It is still 
animated by the aspiration towards the future, by the stubborn and persistent 
demand that the future, should bring with it an all-resolving truth and justice 
on earth, in the name of which the Jewish people is prepared to declare war 
on all historical traditions, sacraments, and associations. 

The above passage is based on an explicit rejection of a “materialist” 
or “naturalist” approach to history, but even on the level of the “ideal” or 
the “transcendent” the image of the Jews as persecuted leads almost ir¬ 
resistibly to the idea that they are essentially different from and opposed 
to the world as it is. 

In the agitator’s language the idea of the sacred mission of the Jew 
acquires a negative sign. The theologian’s “mysterious foundations” are 
transformed into a deliberate Jewish conspiracy; the “particular dramatic 
intensity” of “the Jewish spirit” into Jewish ruthlessness and cunning; and 
the “war on all historical traditions, sacraments, and associations” into 
vicious aggression against the Gentile world. Awe and admiration can be 
sublimated forms of fear and envy; and when the agitator reduces the 
emotions inspired by the “idealist” theological interpretation to those of 
his own level, he transforms the awe and admiration into fear, envy and 
hatred. The sheer fact that the Jews have managed to survive through so 
much suffering seems to him and his followers evidence that they must 
have certain secret and menacing powers. Because they are and have 
been persecuted they can be plausibly charged with having the vindictive 
and cunning mentality of slaves; because they have survived all persecu¬ 
tions, they can be plausibly assumed to command extraordinary resources, 
and to be endowed with an extraordinary vitality. They alone seem to be 

* Berdyaev, Nicolas: The Meaning of History, New York, 1936, pp. 86 ff. 
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self-sufficient, and able to preserve their individuality in a world that 
suppresses individuality. 

Vindictiveness. During the prewar and war years one of the persistent 
themes of agitation in America was that the Jews had instigated a crusade 
against Hitler to revenge themselves for his persecutions: 

Day after day, and far into all these pregnant nights, we hear the ceaseless, 
senseless din of propaganda, all of which is for the purpose of making us 
war-minded enough to go to war to save World Jewry’s financial, political, 
economic and social fortunes. 

Ever since the Armistice of November, 1918, Jewry’s International High 
Command has been making plans for the next World War—which is now 
beginning in Europe. 65 

To drive home his point more effectively, the agitator may characterize 
Jewish machinations as a well-established and understandable reaction, 
only then to accuse the Jews of cowardice and selfishness: 

... We would not condemn the Jews so much for their culpability in 
declaring and prolonging this war if they would manifest sufficient intestinal 
fortitude to say that the war now being waged is to protect their vast inter¬ 
national business interest. 66 

However, the audience is not allowed for one moment to think that 
Jewish hostility to Hitler is justified. The Jews are vindictive by nature: 
“It is a matter of record that Jews over the world, particularly the United 
States, long ago ‘declared war’ on Germany,” created “a distorted im¬ 
pression of events in Central Europe,” and generated “antagonisms and 
retaliations, until finally the flame ignited.” 67 They 

bristle with hate because their pride has been hurt by Adolf Hitler. They 
have a persecution complex and they want America to go to war . . . even if it 
costs the lives of ten million Americans, as long as they can have their 
revenge. 68 

Jewish lust for revenge is depicted as unrestrained, as directly patho¬ 
logical. As the war approached its climax, the agitator’s line was that 
“Jewish leadership insists on annihilating and enslaving all people of 
German blood, regardless of their innocence or their guilt,” and he 
prophesied that “they [the Jews] will likely bring down on their heads a 
reaction even worse than that through which they have just passed.” 69 

The notion that Hitler’s treatment of the Jews was a “reaction” to their 
vindictiveness follows a sentence in which the Jewish interest in this war 
is described as “understandable.” The agitator speaks as though there 
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were no distinction between the idea that the Jews are vindictive because 
they were wronged and the idea that he is wronged because they are 
vindictive. He seems to have no difficulty in blaming the persecuted for 
the worst actions of the persecutors. Alluding to a report that the Gestapo 
forced some Jews into its service, he concludes: 

In view of savagery displayed in Russia, by Jewish OGPU, wherein torture 
carried to unmentionable extremes helped liquidate during past 25 years some 
50,000,000 persons; and in view of Rabbi Aktafs admissions, can it be that 
the gruesome liquidations now attributed to the Gestapo were carried out by 
some kind of beasts? 70 

No matter how lurid the colors with which alleged Jewish power is 
painted, the agitator always suggests that this power is ultimately imag¬ 
inary. The idea that the Jews are helpless is perhaps nowhere stressed 
more strongly than when the agitator refers to their power. The unserious 
and sometimes directly grotesque connotations in such references do not 
seem to weaken the basic implication that there is an identity between 
the persecutor and persecuted. Like sadist and masochist, the two are not 
distinguished in the unconscious. 

Persecution of the Jews even comes to be conceived of as a prerequisite 
of Jewish power. The idea is presented with a touch of irony. 

Space is too limited to comment on why Jews hired gangsters to stage 
pogroms against other Jews. But it IS necessary that Jews be persecuted. 
If they were not, their whole international system would collapse. That is why 
it was necessary that Hitler be made to kill so many before the United States 
would destroy Germany. By Jewish reports. Hitler killed every Jew in Germany 
about six times. It is hard to believe that a Jew could be killed that many 
times, have all his property confiscated, and then show up at a refugee camp 
with a fur coat and suitcases full of money, clamoring about his sacred right 
to come to the United States. 71 

The identity of the persecutor and the persecuted is explicitly stated by 
an English street orator who, referring to the refugees of the Exodus 
1947, complained that “now Britain was a fifth-rate nation, dictated to by 
four thousand Jews afloat in British ships.”" It is difficult to believe that 
even a pro-fascist audience fails to perceive such a charge as a joke—but 
it is a startling joke, a proof of the agitator’s impudence or prowess and 
his determination to resort to any means to attain his end. It is proof that 
against the Jew everything goes—just because he is helpless he can be hit 
below the belt. But the charge also sets associational trains in motion— 

" Quoted by Woodrow Wyatt; The New Statesman and Nation, August 30, 1947. 
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the refugees, after all, are a stubborn and troublesome lot, and if they do 
not dictate to the British Empire, they certainly tried to, and they do 
force the Government to waste a great deal of time on them. The idea of 
their power is a good joke, but it is not “dismissed” as other jokes are— 
quite on the contrary. 

Cunning. The Jews do not satisfy their lust for revenge openly. They 
always act behind the scenes and it is they who are “the power behind 
all dictators.” 72 The agitational texts suggest that the most important 
Jewish instrument of domination is, next to money, the manipulation of 
public opinion. 

The agitator exploits certain actual occupational facts. The relatively 
high percentage of Jewish participation in the motion picture and radio 
industries and in the press is used in two ways. First, the Jews are de¬ 
picted as the absolute masters of the media of mass communication. . . 
We recognize the tremendous influence which the sons of Jewry wield 
in the press, the cinema and on the radio, the three chief sources which 
control public opinion.” 73 

In fact, all “movies . . . are run by Jews”; 74 the Jews “control the press 
. . . control the motion picture industry a hundred per cent,” 75 and “press 
and radio in the United States is definitely under Semitic domi¬ 
nation. . . .” 76 

Secondly, this alleged position of the Jews is depicted as a consequence 
of their innate intellectuality. This may be stated in the form of a com¬ 
pliment: 

My fellow citizens, lam not ignorant of Jewish history. I know its glories. I 
am acquainted with its glorious sons. I am aware of the keen intellectuality 
which has characterized its progress in commerce, in finance and particularly 
in the field of communications. 77 

Resentment against the Jews as wielders of intellectual power is fed by 
the obscure realization that such power is basically precarious (cf. p. 
58); the agitator has a way of suggesting that success spells danger for 
the Jews: “In the fields of publicity, finance, commerce, communications, 
amusement and industry, the Jews have risen to perilous heights.” 78 

The Jews seem to have succeeded in using standardized products of 
mass culture for the pursuit of their own exploitive ends: “The Jew com¬ 
bines owning and controlling the movies and radio have a cheap trick in 
their method of Hollywood clowns using radio programs to advertise and 
glorify each other.” 79 
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The followers’ own ambivalent attitude toward mass culture, the feel¬ 
ing that in the last analysis they are somehow betrayed by what they read 
and hear and see, is exploited for agitational purposes. While manipulat¬ 
ing the others—so the agitator tells his audience—the Jews protect 
their own interests. Mass culture is a product of intellectuality, and in¬ 
tellectuality is above all seen as a means of exploitation. The Jews are 
conceived of as living by their wits and avoiding physical work. They 
achieve their goals by means of intellectual machinations, Stock Ex¬ 
change manipulations, or revolutionary propaganda, but they never seem 
to toil in the sweat of their brows. This is a trait common to the banker 
and communist, and is one of the elements of the paradoxical image of 
the communist banker. 

Significantly enough, the agitator rarely accuses the Jews of violent 
crimes. The Jews are depicted as crooks, conspirators, warmongers, rev¬ 
olutionists, but they never seem to do things with their hands. As com¬ 
pared to them, a common murderer or burglar is a laborer with tools and 
skills, who must engage in physical work to achieve his ends. The Jews 
are not even such hard-working criminals. Work without hardship is 
identified with exploitation, and to the followers the vision of a people 
who enjoy life without paying for it is intolerable. Hence the accusation 
that the Jews aim at compelling the gentiles to perform all the “dirty” 
work: 

I speak of the International Organized Jewry who seeks a One World 
government, mongrelizing of the races (of all except their own) a world police 
force, world court, (again Jew-dominated) and a one world government with 
once free and independent Christian Americans as the slaves to till the soil, 
sweat in the industries, fight the wars and be the slaves. 80 

These old motives of resentment may be intensified by an obscure sus¬ 
picion that the intellectual no longer fulfills his traditional function of 
serving the spiritual needs of the community. He is identified with the 
best-selling author, the movie script writer and the successful newspaper¬ 
man. He seems to make a good living by producing a content that serves 
merely to divert those engaged in less gratifying tasks. 

Domination by intellect is experienced as usurpation because it is not 
backed by actual physical power and ultimately it depends on the consent 
of the dominated or on deception. Consistently depicted as over-sophisti¬ 
cated, practicing debauch, enjoying forbidden things, tempting the 
suckers by futile entertainment and pursuing destructive aims, the mod¬ 
em intellectual, as the agitator sees him, is a secular variation of the devil. 
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But the agitator is not in the least against the principle of manipulating 
people by means of the entertainment industry; he merely objects to the 
fact that it cannot be used for his own “righteous” purposes: “The moving 
picture business today is largely in the hands of Satan and his emissaries. 
. . . Satan has things pretty much his own way in a sphere that ought to 
be a powerful factor for righteousness. . . . 81 

Self-sufficiency. Our list of traits that the agitator ascribes to the Jews 
includes several that supposedly define the Jews’ character—for instance 
their freedom from the shackles of Christian morality, their readiness to 
help each other, their irrepressible dynamism, their expressiveness, their 
cunning. All these traits are denounced as despicable and hateful; yet 
they also lend themselves to another interpretation, for they can be 
viewed as desirable assets in the individual’s struggle for existence. On 
some occasions the agitator almost explicitly indicates that he conceives 
of the Jews as people who somehow manage to get more out of life than 
the gentiles; 

I am not an anti-Jew. The Jew has his place but he has it no more than you 
or I. He has a place where we will put him in time, and when he gets there 
he won’t be able to spend much money, not more than we have now. 82 

But the strain of envy present in such an accusation is not confined to 
the stereotype notion that the Jews possess inexhaustible financial re¬ 
sources. The other traits referred to above also seem worldly assets that 
have been appropriated by the Jews, while the non-Jews have lost or are 
losing them. 

The very multiplicity of Jewish attributes is significant. The Jew ap¬ 
pears as a colorful figure; he is interesting, he attracts attention. He does 
not have to stress his originality, he is allegedly recognized by innumer¬ 
able obvious signs, by his language, manners, ideas. The very fact that he 
is a Jew distinguishes him from the anonymous crowd. It is true that his 
characteristics are contradictory. He is persecuted and privileged, strong 
and weak, rich and poor, religious and atheistic, clannish and promis¬ 
cuous, modem and archaic. But the Jew somehow synthesizes all contra¬ 
dictions; despite his multiplicity he remains one, easily and clearly identi¬ 
fiable. A remarkably integrated personality, he gives free expression to 
individualistic impulses that others must repress; at the same time he has 
a highly developed rational faculty, and has not lost the sense of collec¬ 
tive solidarity. 

The Jew’s capacity for enjoying life creates the illusion that in an era 
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when the individual is under tremendous pressure, the Jew, by defying 
the trends of the day, remains an individual and profits from it. To an 
audience obsessed by feelings of insecurity, the agitator suggests that 
the Jews are a people who have succeeded in weaving a continuous his¬ 
torical texture of their own since the beginnings of time and who know 
at any given moment how to cut this material to meet any new situation. 
He often refers to Jews by epithets or images taken from the Bible or 
from their ancient and medieval history; even their most modem tech¬ 
niques of propaganda are nothing but a repetition of age-old devices: 
“Technique and its [propaganda] terminology from the Sanhedrin and 
from the Sanhedrin’s progeny. . . ,” 83 

The Jew, the agitator intimates, is at home in every country, he is not 
fettered by linguistic, geographic, ethnographic frontiers. He is ubiqui¬ 
tous—everywhere on the earth and everywhere in history. He has solved 
the problem of belonging and although he is an individual, he is never 
isolated. And he shapes his own fate; while the other peoples are never 
held responsible for their misery, the Jew is responsible for both his own 
and the other nations’ fate. 

His fate as an individual is also the fate of his people. The Jews always 
help each other, sacrifice themselves for each other, and as we have been 
told, even stage pogroms against themselves when this can serve their 
purposes. Although unique individuals, they act like a swarm of insects 
and invade other countries like epidemics. 

The image of the Jew who escapes the heavy demands of self-disci¬ 
pline, whose morals are easy, who does secret and forbidden things and 
enjoys life without paying for it is all the more provoking because the 
Jew seems able to do all this even while his power is so precarious. For 
Jewish power, the agitator implies, has no solid foundations in reality; it 
is based solely on manipulations and machinations. It cannot withstand 
the exercise of brute force; and brute force is something that the Jews 
never have at their disposal. The very survival of the Jews can thus be 
felt as a challenge, since it seems to refute the idea that ultimately every¬ 
thing in life is based on physical power, and that those deprived of it 
must submit to those who wield it. The Jews symbolize the utopia of har¬ 
mony that has come to be regarded as a deception. This almost automat¬ 
ically suggests that they can enjoy happiness only by deceiving others. 

At a time when bare survival comes increasingly to be felt as the sole 
value, and conformism as the sole method of assuring one’s survival, Jew¬ 
ish survival seems an intolerable challenge. If the world has borne up 
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with the Jews for centuries, it cannot bear up with them any longer; 
they must be liquidated because they are doomed: there is no place for 
the individual in the world today. In the last analysis, elimination of the 
Jew does not seem to be motivated by expectation of material gain, but 
by the fact that in modem life individual happiness seems to become so 
exceptional that the presence of a group which seemingly continues to 
pursue it is felt as an affront and a menace. 

It would be erroneous to represent the Jew as the ultimate enemy of 
the agitator. While his invectives converge on the Jew, his attack is aimed 
at all forces in society that he finds reprehensible. The Jew becomes the 
symbol on which he centers the projections of his own impotent rage 
against the restraints of civilization. 

Such sentiments are not unique to American agitation: 

... I also want to talk to you, quite frankly, on a very grave matter ... I 
mean the clearing out of the Jews, the extermination of the Jewish race. It’s 
one of those things it is easy to talk about—“The Jewish race is being extermi¬ 
nated,” says one Party member, “that’s quite clear, it’s in our program—elimina¬ 
tion of the Jews, and we’re doing it, exterminating them.” And then they come, 
80 million worthy Germans and each one has his decent Jew. Not one of all 
those who talk this way has witnessed it, not one of them has been through it. 
Most of you must know what it means when 100 corpses are lying side by 
side, or 500 or 1,000. To have stuck it out and at the same time—apart from 
exceptions caused by human weakness—to have remained decent fellows, that 
is what has made us hard. This is a page of glory in our history which has never 
been written and is never to be written, for we know how difficult we should 
have made it for ourselves, if—with bombing raids, the burdens and the 
deprivations of war—we still had Jews today in eveiy town as secret saboteurs, 
agitators and troublemongers. We should now probably have reached the 
1916-17 stage when the Jews were still in the German national body. 

We have taken from them what wealth they had. I have issued a strict order, 
which SS Obergruppenfiihrer Pohl has carried out, that this wealth should as 
a matter of course be handed over to the Reich without reserve. We have taken 
none of it for ourselves. Individual men who have lapsed will be punished in 
accordance with an order issued at the beginning which gave this warning: 
Whoever takes so much as a mark of it is a dead man. A number of S.S. men 
—there are not very many of them—have fallen short, and they will die 
without mercy. We had the moral right, we had the duty to our people, to 
destroy this people which wanted to destroy us. But we have not the right to 
enrich ourselves with so much as a fur, a watch, a mark, or a cigarette or 
anything else. Because we have exterminated a bacterium we do not want, in 
the end, to be infected by the bacterium and die of it. I will not see so much 
as a small area of sepsis appear here or gain a hold. Wherever it may form, 
we will cauterize it. Altogether, however, we can say that we have fulfilled 
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this most difficult duty for the love of our people. And our spirit, our soul, 
our character has not suffered injury from it.° 

The use of the stereotypes of Jewish greed and sabotage, and the meta¬ 
phor of the bacteria (cf. pp. 55-58) cannot obscure the fact that something 
more than wealth and hygiene is involved. Although the speaker uses 
terms such as “spirit,” “soul,” and ‘love of our people,” the essential point 
he wants to impress upon his listeners is this: that under no circumstances 
must they succumb to human impulses. The dehumanization and killing 
of the Jew cannot be carried out effectively unless the killer too is de¬ 
humanized, unless he extirpates in himself every claim to human existence 
as an individual. 

0 Speech of the Reichfiihrer-SS Heinrich Himmler at the meeting of S.S. Major- 
Generals at Posen, October 4, 1943, quoted in Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression, 
Washington, 1946, p. 558. 



CHAPTER VII 


A HOME FOR THE HOMELESS 


As a would-be leader of a popular movement, the agitator cannot con¬ 
tent himself with articulations of malaise and denunciations of the 
enemy; he must offer some kind of statements about his goals and the 
means by which he proposes to reach them. 

The “positive” statements of any advocate of social change may be 
discussed under four heads: 

1. Descriptions of the values and ideals that are to replace the re¬ 
jected values and ideals. 

2. Formulations of goals which contain some assurance that the factors 
leading to present frustrations will be eliminated and that a situation will 
be created in which frustrated needs will be fully gratified. 

3. Descriptions of the methods of realizing these goals—a practical 
program of action. 

4. References to the character of the movement’s adherent as con¬ 
trasted with the character of the enemy. The adherent is not merely one 
who is exempt from the enemy’s vices; he also has positive virtues. (A 
prohibitionist, for instance, is not merely a teetotaler, but also a man who, 
precisely because he does not succumb to the vice of drink, is an upright 
citizen, a faithful husband, a thrifty, far-sighted, self-controlled indi¬ 
vidual. ) 

This last group of statements will be discussed in the next chapter, 
while in this one we shall take up the first three, dealing respectively with 
the agitator’s values, goals, and methods of achieving them. Of all agita¬ 
tional themes, those which might be described as programmatic are the 
least well-developed. 

Platforms and Programs. As soon as we examine the platforms and 
programs of the agitator, we find that there is a considerable dearth of 
materials. When formulating a specific objective, he almost cynically aims 
to go one better than the government, his most dangerous competitor. 
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For instance, he proposes a “Serviceman’s Reconstruction Plan” which 
provides that “each member of the United States Armed Forces, upon 
his honorable discharge, be paid $7,800. . . .” 1 

When the agitator does issue a “Statement of Principles” it is as vague 
as the following document of the “Committee of 1,000,000, a patriotic 
and dynamic crusade which began with nine constituents and now has 
more than 3,000,000”: 2 

The foundation principles of this committee, which have been unchanged 
since its beginning in 1937, are as follows: 

1. To rebuild the spirit of America. 

2. To wipe out to the last vestige Communism, Nazism, and Fascism in all 
forms. (In view of the attempt now being made to join us in a political 
union with foreign countries, we express our bitter objection to all such 
schemes to compromise the sovereignty of America, such as “Union Now 
With Britain,” “Federal Union, Inc.” etc.) 

3. To redefine the American national character. 

4. To instill a new spirit in American youth, dedicated intellectually and 
physically to the maintenance of American institutions. 

5. To issue a call to farmers and laborers to resist what is now known to be 
an international plot to make them part of a world revolution. 

6. To rededicate the citizenry of America to the family altar and to the 
spirit of the Church. 

7. To secure the maintenance of a well-defined standard of American 
living. 

Some of the points in such platforms are restatements of the stereo¬ 
typed images of the enemy (the communists must be wiped out); others 
are examples of shadowboxing and still others are merely glittering gen¬ 
eralities. It would be easy enough to go through such platforms and show 
their internal inconsistencies as well as the contradictions between what 
they proclaim and what the agitator says on other occasions. But such 
exercises would have slight value. 

Reaction Patterns. The agitator seems to steer clear of the area of 
material needs on which liberal and democratic movements concentrate; 
his main concern is a sphere of frustration that is usually ignored in tradi¬ 
tional politics. The programs that concentrate on material needs seem to 
overlook that area of moral uncertainties and emotional frustrations that 
are the immediate manifestations of malaise. It may therefore be con¬ 
jectured that his followers find the agitator’s statements attractive not 
because he occasionally promises to “maintain the American standards 
of living” or to provide a job for everyone, but because he intimates that 
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he will give them the emotional satisfactions that are denied them in the 
contemporary social and economic set-up. He offers attitudes, not bread. 

Actually he fails to touch upon the roots of emotional frustration in our 
society. He does not present his followers with a prospect of joy or hap¬ 
piness, but rather encourages a verbal discharge of emotion. Significantly, 
the whole meaning of the agitator’s movement is represented as a reac¬ 
tion: “I assure you, we are aroused and your challenge is hereby met by 
a mightier challenge.” 3 The followers are invited to hit back at those who 
direct history against them. Rather than a movement expressing universal 
aims, the agitator’s movement proposes itself as a kind of protection 
agency which will ward off the enemy. 

All the while, the audience is not expected to act because of desires or 
motives of its own, but only out of exasperation, when it has been goaded 
beyond endurance by the enemy’s depravity. “When enough Gentiles 
have been booted out of jobs, the Gentiles are reactively bound to arise 
and boot out Jews.” 4 


THEME 15: EITHER-OR 

The Agitator’s Values. Agitation differs from both the reform and 
revolutionary types of social movements in that it attacks values not in 
open, explicit terms but surreptitiously, under the guise of a defense of 
existing ideals. In that way, the agitator can both reject current values 
while avoiding the task of formulating a new set of values. Nowhere does 
he explicitly indicate, even in the most rudimentary fashion, any adher¬ 
ence to universal standards or criteria that could take the place of dis¬ 
carded ideals and form .the nucleus of a new moral, philosophical, 
religious, and political outlook (cf. 29-33). 

It would be false, however, to imagine that his work of disintegration 
results in a complete vacuum. In order to destroy loyalties to universal 
beliefs, the agitator always insists that all ideals and ideas cannot be 
taken at face value, but are rather mere camouflage for the enemy’s will 
to survive. This will to survive now becomes the agitator’s implicit frame 
of reference. As a result, his picture of the world and of the problem of 
man’s conduct in that world are tremendously simplified. Instead of a 
variety of more or less complex situations that are judged in terms of a 
set of differentiated ideas, the agitator proposes to view the world as split 
between two irreconcilable camps. There is no possibility of working out 
a solution acceptable to all, or even a solution in which everyone will 
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find a satisfying place for himself. The adversary can never be won to 
the agitator’s cause, even if and when the desired condition for which the 
agitator works were achieved; the only way to deal with the enemy is to 
exterminate him. The agitator assimilates opposing human groups to 
hostile biological species, and ultimately, in his view, the march of his¬ 
tory relapses into the processes of nature. 

In such a world people are neither guided nor inhibited by moral 
standards. All ethical problems are reduced to the single problem of 
choosing between the stronger and weaker camp, that is, of discovering 
which camp will ensure one’s survival. The enemy, by his very nature, 
is unable to choose, but those who have the privilege of choice must 
adhere to the most powerful camp if they are to avoid destruction. Here, 
then, is a world in which values may in fact interfere with the crucial 
choice even if they do not already serve as tricky means of insuring the 
enemy’s victory. It is an Either-Or world—survive, by no matter what 
means, or perish, with no matter what good intentions. Either or—for or 
against—this fundamental dichotomy is basic to the agitator’s world out¬ 
look. 

In the Either-Or world constructed by the agitator, the essence of 
human life is violent conflict, a conflict that is unavoidable and present 
on all levels of human existence. 

The great masses of humanity are divided by a deep and wide chasm. 
On the one side of this chasm are the real producers of wealth—the underpaid 
farmers producing the food and fiber for all and the underpaid laborer proc¬ 
essing the food, the fiber, the homes and all the material things of a civilization. 

On the other side of a deep wide chasm is a little group of wealthy men. 
Every capitalistic system under the sun is perfectly satisfied with things as they 
are within the state and yet not satisfied that their economic domination is 
enough. 5 

This economic dichotomy is transposed to the sphere of international 
politics. “It is a war between the ‘Haves’ and the ‘Have-nots.’ ... In 
plainer language: because Jewish international bankers own or control 
the gold of the world, it is their war.” 6 

According to the agitator the same division will continue after the war: 
“. . . The Jewish Agency is the united front of Jewry (a kind of Jewish 
League of Nations impenetrable to Gentiles) against the non-Jewish 
world, regardless of any internal dissension in their own midst.” 7 

In the field of domestic politics the motif of self-preservation is in¬ 
voked directly: 
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As far as I am concerned, we have been reduced to that one simple 
elementary problem of self-preservation. . . . Head-choppers in Washington 
might become so ambitious as to create an unhealable disunity by their 
extreme practices. 8 

More often the appeal to self-preservation is clothed in ideological 
garb, as in the following: 

We are coming to the crossroads where we must decide whether we are 
going to preserve law and order and decency or whether we are going to be 
sold down the river to the Red traitors who are undermining America. 9 

or 


. . . the Talmudic philosophy of Europe-Asia-Africa and Nudeal is directly 
opposite that of Christian. . . , 10 

The conflict, whether conceived in biological or dressed in ideological 
terms, is pictured as all-embracing and omnipresent; no situation or issue 
is outside of its fatal orbit. The profoundest causalities in history— 
“Every serious student of world affairs today knows that the mighty con¬ 
flict of the centuries is under way and must move on to its final, inevitable 
and devastating climax” 11 —as well as such trivial matters as the shape 
of the traffic lights in New York City (cf. p. 10) are alike experienced as 
consequences of the same Manichean struggle. 

To cope with such a situation requires the most drastic measures: 
" ‘We do not want the Franco way for America,’ is the common theme 
of these editorial critiques. To be sure we don’t; neither did Spain! But 
the alternative is Islam, or, in our day, Red godless Communism.” 12 

The dilemma is absolute: 

. . . God pity you blind business men who think that there is any cure for a 
situation thus poisoned. Unless you stand up and fight you will wake up some 
night and face the knife of a revolutionist at your throat just as they did in 
Russia, Spain, Mexico, and elsewhere. 13 

Those who choose wrongly will suffer the consequences: 

The ‘Bloodless revolution” phase is about over. Time will soon be, when 
you and others like you, will have to decide what leadership you will follow. 
The wrong choice means terror, rape, murder, starvation and destruction— 
besides which what occurred in Europe and Asia will be tame. 14 

The Either-Or dilemma seems to cut deeper than even the most funda¬ 
mental political or social conflicts; it seems to be a universal characteristic 
of existence, a kind of predestination of human, sub-human, and super¬ 
human conflicts. 
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The agitator presents his vision of this Either-Or world not as the 
logical outcome of his deprecation of values but as a given and unques¬ 
tionable existential insight. Actually the Either-Or situation is an un¬ 
avoidable corollary of a world without universal values—without the 
hope of a final redemption which is an integral part of Western religious 
and philosophical thought. The agitator offers no vision of a better world, 
no hope that men will ever be able to live as brothers. All that is possible, 
he implies, is to survive in a dog’s world, to band together as an elite in 
order to take from others what we want for ourselves. Moral values yield 
to a sober estimation of the problem of self-survival: 

May I say this to you, ladies and gentlemen: There are five hundred million 
people starving in the world today. There are five hundred million people that 
are paupers of the war. We face the same problem you have to face when you 
go down a poverty-stricken street; you have got your little payday check 
and you make $60 a week; you have got the boy in school, you want to be 
generous, you want to be a Christian, you want to do all you can, but just 
the moment you stop and dissipate all you have upon these people of the 
street, you have deserted your own, you have violated nature and you have 
struck suicide to your own household. 15 

Inherent in this whole attitude is the agitator’s tendency to shift the 
emphasis of discussion from a defense of ethical values to biological 
self-defense. This shift involves a far-reaching change in the structure of 
human belief. In a liberal society the concept of loyalty involves capacity 
for judgment, feeling and exercise of will; ideally speaking, a man’s 
choice of belief is determined by his rational insight. In the agitator’s 
world, the ideational components of belief are largely eliminated, and 
one’s acceptance or rejection of a creed is summoned, so to speak, to 
function independently. All the agitator’s listeners are supposed to raise 
their hands when the agitator asks them to accept an attitude, and 
to shake their fists in fury when the agitator bids them to reject it. This 
simple acquiescence is the end-result of the Either-Or choice. 

THEME 16: ENDOGAMIC COMMUNITY 

The Agitator’s Goal. In his role as a social therapist, the agitator is a 
strong believer in the exogenic theory of disease: every pathological 
symptom is traced to a foreign agent. But if the agitator’s ideas about 
pathology are definite, his concept of what is normal is remarkably vague. 
All he can offer is a rededication to the established institutional and 
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ideological framework of the American republic as it has persisted since 
the founding fathers. “I challenge Americans to reconsecrate themselves 
... to America . . .” 10 he exclaims. If anything has gone wrong, it can be 
only because we Americans have bothered with concerns that are not 
American or have strayed from American ways. 

Offhand, it might seem that just as on other occasions the agitator tries 
to don the mantle of populism, he is here trying to identify himself with 
the conservative tradition. Unlike his European counterparts he is always 
eager to tie up his cause with respectable ideas and names; in his speeches 
he frequently mentions Washington, the Founding Fathers, Lincoln, and 
congressmen known for their conservative views. 

Another conservative implication of the agitator’s nationalism is his in¬ 
sistence that every social issue involves a conflict between the in-group 
and the out-group; he consistently refrains from analyzing social prob¬ 
lems in terms of internal conflicts. Unemployment, for example, he sees 
as due to an influx of undesirable aliens; likewise, the problem of food 
distribution has nothing to do with variations of purchasing power within 
the nation, but is caused by the insatiable appetites of other countries. In 
the name of “Americanism” the agitator expressly denies class and social 
differences; “. . . Americanism is like pure water which tastes just as good 
to a ditch digger in Chicago as to a Supreme Court judge in Wash¬ 
ington.” 17 

The image of “pure water” is perhaps not accidental; except for purity 
the agitator seems to have great difficulty in assigning any specific content 
to his nationalism. In the agitator’s eyes, nationalism means first of all 
negation of its opposite—internationalism. He sometimes justifies this 
negation by debunking the liberalistic doctrines of world peace, by ex¬ 
posing the power politics that goes on behind the scenes of international 
bodies, and by sneering at the “advocates of world peace” who “don’t 
agree among themselves.” 18 But his main argument is: ‘We can’t solve 
internal problems, so how can we claim to solve international prob¬ 
lems?” 19 On the other hand, the only internal problem he stresses is the 
presence of foreign reds and Jews. 

Even when he tries to anticipate the charge that he is always negative, 
and proposes a positive goal, the best he can do is to restate his essential 
negativism: 

If Christians are determined to establish a Christian front, let not their 
motives be misinterpreted. Certainly it is not an anti-Semitic front. It is a 
front for Christ and for His principles. It is a militant front which is not content 
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to let the enemies of Christ, be they Gentile or Jew, dis-establish Christ in our 
government, our commerce, our industry, our factories, our fields or our 
institutions of education. Our militancy, however, may not be negative; may not 
be anti-Semitic. It must be positive and for Christ. 20 

At the point where the agitator gets to his fundamental notions about 
Americanism, he parts company from the conservative by interpreting 
die imperative of patriotism as a call for endogamic seclusion. All of the 
arguments or pseudoarguments by which he tries to buttress his extreme 
nationalism are overshadowed by an absolute, almost instinctive rejec¬ 
tion of everything foreign. For the agitator, the act of joining an interna¬ 
tional body is not only equivalent to the surrender of national sover¬ 
eignty, but also involves the distasteful prospect of having to mingle with 
other people in a gathering “made up of a few Orientals and a few Rus¬ 
sians and a few Europeans . . . and a few South Americans . . .” 21 —a 
prospect he does not find pleasing. 

The ancient distrust and fear of the stranger seems to be at the base of 
the agitator’s nationalism. For when he does try occasionally to give poli¬ 
tical concreteness to his nationalism, all he can produce is a few thread¬ 
bare phrases: free enterprise, individualism, protective tariffs, and simple 
flagwaving. “The spirit of the founding fathers is still in our midst.” 22 Or: 
“Let American individualism function—let free enterprise produce.” 23 

Can a present-day audience, no matter how low its intellectual level, 
be satisfied with such an arid collection of cliches? Can it be satisfied 
with the distinctly unpleasurable note of denial that reverberates beneath 
the agitator’s nationalism? For instead of material and moral security the 
agitator offers his listeners nothing but a refurbishment of slogans that 
have clearly not sufficed for protection from the foreign evils against 
which he warns them. Only when taken against the background of the 
world the agitator conjures up, the Either-Or world hopelessly divided 
into incompatible camps, does the affirmation of endogamic exclusive¬ 
ness seem to hold primitive attractions that might compensate for its 
apparent aridity as the goal of a movement. 

To disappointed and disoriented listeners, the affirmation of exclusive¬ 
ness may mean the assurance that their identity will be preserved. Their 
sense of alienation may thereby be somewhat relieved, and replaced by 
a sense of belonging to something, no matter how vague. As the oppo¬ 
nent of “the scourge of internationalism” 24 the agitator plays the role of 
the head of a family who is worried about the hardships his children 
suffer far from home and summons them to come back. 
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He is less concerned with complex international political problems 
than with such humble questions as money, material comfort, health: 

I swear to my God that not a single dime of any money I may ever get my 
hands on will ever be sent to Europe’s afflicted as long as one single American 
citizen remains destitute, jobless, paralyzed and suffering from neglect. 25 

In these humble concerns food occupies a prominent place. Before 
giving to others, Americans must be sure that they eat their fill and eat 
what they want: 

We assume that treaties and agreements and understandings shall be reached 
with other nations, but we want no League of Nations, we want no world 
court and no world congress . . . any more than we want our neighbor, three 
houses down the street, telling us whether were going to have coffee or milk 
for breakfast. 26 

As late as March, 1947, the agitator, in the name of food, denounces 
the Truman doctrine: 

Giving our food and supplies to foreign nations or even selling them to 
them in credit which we will never get paid for, keeps prices high because of 
“shortages” and that is exactly what the New Deal International money 
changers have been and are imposing upon us. 27 

His solicitude goes as far as the pettiest detail. Like a stingy housewife 
who frowns upon her children’s extravagant habit of inviting guests for 
dinner, and who wants at least to save the best morsels for her own 
family, he advises his listeners: “I believe absolutely, when you have got 
one shipload of oleomargarine and one of butter, send the oleomargarine 
. . . and keep the butter at home!” 28 

If the agitator refrains from outlining a detailed program for abundant 
living, he is at least vocal in assuring his listeners that whatever is avail¬ 
able will fall into the right hands. For—and here we find another possi¬ 
ble element of gratification in his arid appeals to preserve what exists— 
his listeners are promised to play a privileged role in the nation as he 
conceives it. Just as the material goods, so the spiritual benefits of Ameri¬ 
canism are to be enjoyed only by an endogamic elite of Christian Ameri¬ 
cans. 

The basic implication of the agitator’s “defense” of American principles 
is that the human rights they proclaim should be transformed into a 
privilege. Even this doubtful privilege is nowhere defined clearly, except 
in contexts where its meaning comes down to the right to persecute 
minorities (cf. pp. 66-67). The agitator speaks in grandiose terms of “the 
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final judge-and-jury of what’s what in America . . . the American people.” 
But when this final judge-and-jury which “has yet to render its decision” 
finally does it, the only result “will be a decline of the Jewish population 
in both Washington and Hollywood. No, we do not mean a pogrom! We 
refer to migrations.” 29 

The privilege here offered to the endogamic elite includes the essential 
promise to implement their rights as Americans by a vague permission 
(made more thrilling because it is accompanied by an apparent denial— 
“no we do not mean a pogrom”) to participate in the coercive functions 
of society. The promise of beneficent dependence in a nation that will 
be like a family is supplemented by the promise to the obedient followers 
that they will enjoy power over their prodigal and wicked brothers. 

THEME 17: HOUSECLEANING 

The Agitator’s Methods. Even more vague than the agitator’s state¬ 
ment of his goals is his definition of the means by which he tends to 
achieve power. By virtue of his almost total silence on this matter, the 
agitator implicitly suggests that in this respect at least his movement is 
like a traditional political movement that intends to use orderly and 
democratic methods to change the government. At the same time, the 
agitator seems to promise his audience a more active role in the liberation. 

“This meeting,” he reminds his audience, “is not a lecture course, it is 
not an open forum. . . . We are making history here today.” 30 For though 
he has no wish other than to take power by the most peaceful and orderly 
means, the enemy may force him to use force; and if so, “we will fight you 
in Franco’s way.” 31 Similar threats of a general uprising are to be found 
in his vague references to “Thirty Thousand ‘Minute Men’ ” who are 
reported training at Lexington and Concord 32 and in his prophecies that 
the enemies’ “days are numbered.” 33 In a bolder mood, he declares that 
“there will be no stopping the blood running in our city streets” 34 and 
that “the country’s due for civil war, anyway.” 35 

Yet it must be emphasized that the agitator’s calls to direct action are 
at least as vague as his definitions of his goal. It would be erroneous to 
believe that his programmatic silence is merely a cover for preparations 
for an armed uprising. In fact, the agitator takes care to make clear that 
his proposed uprising is not really a revolution. Throughout his remarks 
there runs a strong current of respect for institutionalized force. It is not 
accidental that the agitator who attacks the executive, legislative, and 
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even judiciary branches of the government with indiscriminate virulence 
(cf. pp. 46-48), will invariably identify himself with the forces of law 
and order, especially the police, and occasionally discover quite imagina¬ 
tive arguments to persuade them to take his side: “The Police of USA 
well know that the first to be liquidated in the event of a ‘takeover’ by 
the Synagogue of Satan (Organized Jewry-Intl. Finance) thru ‘revolu¬ 
tionary’ tactics, are the Police men.” 38 

The agitator becomes quite lyrical when he speaks of armed forces. In 
1943, while the nation was engaged in an unprecedented war effort, he 
demanded, as though no one else had thought of it before him, 

... a line of fortifications built on land and water and in the air around 
the United States, that can be pierced by no alien force. It will be made up 
of cruisers, destroyers, gunboats, mosquito fleets, anti-aircraft guns, and air¬ 
planes, both bombers and fighters, troop transports, merchant vessels and a 
perfectly trained army, navy and marine force. 37 

The spontaneous rebelliousness the agitator wants to set in motion is to 
remain unstructured and unorganized; it is to be confined to an imme¬ 
diate emotional reaction. To describe this reaction the agitator falls back 
upon familiar cliches: there is going to be trouble, “hell is going to 
pop.” 38 But seldom does he suggest anything more specific or far-reaching 
than a march on Washington. 

Even as a demagogue he never goes so far as to call upon the masses 
to take power into their own hands and establish their own governmental 
authority. Such a proposal would contradict his whole approach to his 
followers. As he describes it, the influence of the masses on the govern¬ 
ment must always be, at most, an indirect one; their aroused fury is to 
be kept in a kind of indefinite suspension, a perpetual and never fulfilled 
threat against the legislators and officials who might act against their 
wishes. The agitator never lets himself be carried away by his revolu¬ 
tionary elan; he knows when to stop and transform it into its opposite. 
This is one point at which he seems always to have himself most com¬ 
pletely under control. Even when he does offer his followers a picture of 
a successful upheaval, it hardly involves any fundamental change in 
government: 

. . . With a determined MARCH on WASHINGTON you could expect 
the guilty cowards in both House & Senate to run away, leaving the patriots, 
who could then go thru with the impeachment proceedings. That patriotic 
remnant of the Congress then could enact a law declaring who would serve as 
Pres., V-P, etc., until next election. That is the law! 39 



A HOME FOR THE HOMELESS 


IOI 


The agitator takes it for granted that after the purge the populace will 
withdraw to their homes and leave the government in the hands of the 
"patriotic remnant.” In his eyes the masses remain essentially passive. 
The agitator’s quarrel with the government is not at all basic, it merely 
involves a desire to see it manned by satisfactory personnel: “Place the 
Nation’s affairs—every department—every agency—every job—in the 
hands of capable, experienced, honest experts whose loyalty to American 
principles of government has never been questioned.” 40 

In fact, it would seem that one of the objections which the agitator 
has to the government is that it doesn’t govern: “The chaotic results of the 
bad government which has been inflicted upon us . . . point to the con¬ 
clusion that some reorganization is necessary for a system of govern¬ 
ment which fails to govern.” 41 

Behind the apparent contradictions between the agitator’s call for 
rebellion and his desire merely to effect changes in the personnel of the 
government, is his reliance on the old European device of a putsch, in 
which there is a realignment of ruling circles without the intervention of 
the masses of people. It may therefore be asked why this proposal 
should be found attractive by the agitator’s listeners. If the agitator were 
desirous of offering an opportunity for social action to an audience which 
suffers from a sense of nonparticipation in public life, the results of his 
putsch would necessarily be extremely disappointing: a brief, sensational 
flareup after which nothing of consequence had been changed. The move¬ 
ment, on the face of it, has no goals nor does it seem to offer an apprecia¬ 
ble field of action for its followers—it seems merely a movement for the 
sake of movement, a futile excitement for nothing at all. 

We may find a clue to a possible answer to our question if we examine 
the content of the practical steps that the agitator advocates to end 
existing abuses, and the imagery he employs in such contexts. These 
steps consist almost uniformly of metaphors of discarding, throwing out, 
eliminating, as preparatory to extermination. “All refugees . . . should 
be returned to the lands from which they came”; 42 “All aliens and former 
aliens should be deported.” 43 America will “throw the Reds out” 44 and 
“kick out” the Jews. 45 Sometimes the orderliness and police character of 
the procedure is indicated by references to the need for “so called 
Refugees” to “be cataloged” 46 or for compiling lists of names 47 of the 
undesirables to be deported. The accompanying imagery is consistently 
drawn from the realm of hygiene. The word purge occurs directly: “We 
must purge America of every un-American organization and activity which 
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might menace our national defense in the hour of a great crisis,” 48 and 
in innumerable variations. Thus the agitator talks about “cleansing 
America.” 49 He advocates a “cleansing bath ... of violence,” 50 a purge 
“of every ‘ism/” B1 the “political sterilization of the Jewish internation¬ 
alists,” 52 and “an internal fumigation to rid ourselves of European germs 
before we succumb to their diseases.” 53 

The agitator’s output is full of references to the present condition of 
the country as an ill-kept house. He complains that the enemies “have 
littered our fair land,” 54 that “ideological and intellectual disease germs” 55 
are contaminating America, and that it is “time to clean house.” 58 He 
denounces “this whole smelly mess” with which this nation has become 
afflicted 57 and speaks of the necessity of “yanking this country from its 
devil of a mess!” 58 

Like the Low Animal metaphor this hygienic metaphor occurs too 
consistently and too profusely to be dismissed as accidental. It seems on 
the contrary to perform significant functions in the agitator’s speeches and 
writings, one of which may be to make respectable his proposed political 
operation by presenting it in the guise of a harmless and familiar house¬ 
cleaning. By comparing his rebellion with an act of elementary hygiene, 
he suggests that essentially everything is all right and that all we need is 
some more “order” or “orderliness.” 

The idea of a “housecleaning” seems to have a reassuring effect on both 
listeners and potential backers: nothing too extreme is contemplated. At 
the same time it serves as a substitute for genuine political activity. The 
great decisions are made by the heads of the family, while the rest of 
the family (that is, the audience) can busy itself with keeping the place 
clean, picking up the “mess,” and protecting the house from foreign 
burglars. Consequently the gruesome or bloody consequences of the 
agitator’s purge become a mere unavoidable by-product of the com¬ 
munity’s renewed health and well-being. The agitator uses as his emblem 
the oversized American housewife with a fly swatter in one hand and 
a broom in the other: an image of the harmless and aggressive follower, of 
harmlessness transformed into aggression. For all his ruminations about 
apocalypse, for all his warnings about threatening catastrophe and for 
all his insistence on the Either-Or nature of the impending showdown, 
the agitator can summon no more glorious picture of his great act of 
liberation than this simultaneously ridiculous and threatening picture of 
a housewife doing her chores. 
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These remarks on the political content of the “housecleaning”' theme 
may be supplemented by others based on psychoanalytical theory. Accord¬ 
ing to this theory, education for cleanliness is one of the most difficult 
experiences a small child ever encounters. The child offers tremendous 
resistance to it, and even after he has been habituated to follow the social 
codes of cleanliness, the traumatic experience of cleanliness training 
exerts far-reaching consequences on both the conscious and unconscious 
layers of his personality. One of the major devices used to coerce chil¬ 
dren into cleanliness habits is threats that they will become sick and be 
punished for their sickness if they violate the rigid hygienic codes. As a 
result, they develop feelings of repulsion to the more obvious manifesta¬ 
tions of uncleanliness. The theory that there are significant and dynamic 
connections between the reorganized anal drives (as psychoanalysis 
describes the socially formed attitudes towards cleanliness) and such 
character traits as order, exactness, and pedantry is well known. So also 
is the notion that suppressed infantile instincts reassert themselves in 
later life through neurotic symptoms—among other ways, as delectations 
in the forbidden sphere of dirt. 

The agitator is a virtuoso in manipulating such susceptibilities. In stig¬ 
matizing the enemies as people who live in the midst of the most offensive 
rubbish and refuse he permits his audience to toy with verbal equivalents 
of the outlawed infantile pleasures. By insulting the enemy—that is, by 
attributing to the enemy familiarity with dirt and filth—it is possible to 
come into contact with forbidden materials and to perform forbidden 
acts. The same person who would be consciously ashamed to display 
even the slightest inclinations towards such infantilism, grasps this occa¬ 
sion to indict the enemy for his own lust—and thereby finds an involuted 
method for expressing that lust. But simultaneously the projection of 
repressed desires onto the enemy reminds the audience that there is some¬ 
thing shameful and disgusting about such desires. Projection makes 
possible simultaneous enjoyment and rejection. 

Stereotypes utilizing the symbols of dirt, filth, and odor are used to 
impress the audience with the fact that all speeches and literature put 
out by the enemy should be discarded at once. Since the agitator counts 
upon the willingness of people to listen and to read, he must make the 
reaction of refusing to hear the views of his competitors quasi-automatic. 
This automatism cannot be achieved merely by discrediting the com¬ 
petitor’s wares as fraudulent. It requires an immediate negative emo- 
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tional reaction, which is obtained by the warning that the enemy’s 
material should not be touched because it is filthy. 

Perhaps the deepest layer of personality that can be psychologically 
organized or manipulated is the complex human reaction towards odors. 
When people smell a bad odor, they quite often do not turn away from 
it; instead they eagerly breathe the polluted air, pretending to identify 
it while complaining of its repulsiveness. One does not have to be a psy¬ 
choanalyst to suspect that in such instances the bad smell is unconsciously 
enjoyed in a way somewhat similar to that in which scandal stories are 
enjoyed. We probably here touch upon phenomena quite successfully 
repressed in the collective unconscious of mankind, a last faint reminder 
of animal prehistory, of the way animals walk face downwards while 
using their nose as a means of orienting themselves. The idiosyncratic 
violence with which various disgusting odors are rejected, and on which 
the agitator speculates, points to a repressed and forgotten origin. What 
the agitator does here, as in so many other instances, is to encourage 
these atavistic predispositions. The dark and forbidden things the listener 
enjoys with such insistent indignation are the very same things he would 
like to indulge in. Whether the agitator is conscious of his manipulation of 
these susceptibilities or is subject to them himself, is a moot point; what 
is important is that he does manipulate them in a sustained and pat¬ 
terned way. 

It is no accident that metaphors of stench and slime are prominently 
represented among the agitator’s hygienic metaphors. He speaks of the 
“cesspools of Europe,” 59 he likens capitalism to “a stinking corpse,” 80 and 
he refers to enemy propaganda as “malodorous.” He does not hesitate to 
compare himself to a sniffling dog: “Well, I didn’t have to sniffle him 
very long to find out he had the Willkie smell all over him.” 81 but this 
evil smell is combated by a pleasant smell: “I resolved in 1940 when I 
got nipped by that financial smell that came down from Wall Street and 
rolled on to the flats of Indiana to get the smell of horse and cow—I 
vowed never again would I fall for such a trick.” 82 

The audience, it is interesting to note, applauded the reference to the 
good smell, while laughing at the reference to the bad one. 

In the agitator’s view of the world, the atmosphere is permeated with 
foulness. When the audience reacts to his portrait of this world in terms of 
its socially conditioned response and prejudices, the image of the dirty 
and evil-smelling enemy solicits reactions that range from moral indigna¬ 
tion to outright fury against those who create such an atmosphere. The 
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prevalence of moral and material rubbish demands the most thorough 
sanitary measures. Such legitimate catharsis purifies the enjoyment that 
accompanies the delight of fantasies about forbidden dirt. 

Those of his followers who expected to move into a new home are 
given only the same old shack—thoroughly housecleaned. 



CHAPTER VIII 


THE FOLLOWER 


In the movements of all traditional advocates of social change one can 
find incipient versions of their hopes for the future. The movement 
embodies the advocate’s goal in embryo, the new world within the shell 
of the old. The harmonious and friendly relations that flourish or are sup¬ 
posed to flourish among the adherents anticipate the society they are 
trying to build. 

Agitation is distinguished by a remarkable lack of such positive sym¬ 
bols. Nazi propaganda tried to conceal the essentially negative and reac¬ 
tive nature of the “Aryan” by developing the notions of the biological 
race and the hemmed-in nation. But these notions, obviously irrelevant 
to American life, are of little help to the American agitator when he 
attempts to portray his adherent. Yet, as the advocate of the endogamic 
community, he can hardly define his followers in terms of a social class. 
The American agitator falls back on the cliches of professional patriotism, 
Fourth of July Americanism. 

The invention of the Aryan race and the agitator’s glorification of the 
Simple American are symptomatic of similar efforts to strengthen social 
coercion. Both the Volksgemeinschaft of the Nazis and the community of 
pure Americans proposed by the agitator are actually pseudo-Gemetn- 
schaften, or pseudo-communities. Such notions are deceptive solutions of 
the problem created by the disintegration of individualism. The agitator 
seems aware of this disintegration, but he conceives it as caused by an 
external force rather than as inherent in the structure of contemporary 
society: “There are forces at work which . . . would destroy the indi¬ 
viduality of Americans and make of them automatons .” 1 

The agitator bars the way towards understanding those forces. His 
normative image of the follower, built simply as a reactive response to the 
image of the enemy, is as ambivalent as that of the enemy: deceptive 
strength and real impotence. In the face of the formidable threat repre¬ 
sented by the enemy, the adherents are made to believe that they can 
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survive only by huddling together in an exclusive community and by 
obeying the orders of the leader. But if the enemy must be exterminated, 
the adherent can just be saved from extermination. In the last analysis, 
both are equally contemptible: the enemy as the projected target of the 
adherent’s fury and the adherent because he can do nothing but resort 
to such projections. 

THEME 18: SIMPLE AMERICANS 

Striving to recruit the largest possible number of people to his banner, 
the agitator tries to transcend traditional political or social divisions and 
to appeal directly to 

. . . the great common body of the American people, who are deacons of 
churches, trustees of churches, who go to High Mass on Sunday morning, who 
build the fires and keep the doors of the synagogues, who grub the stumps 
and husk the com and chop the cane, and do the work. 2 

The majority of Americans, he intimates, support his cause. His esti¬ 
mates vary: “. . . these seventy-five to one hundred million real, plain, 
simple American folks . . .” 3 or “75% of the American people.” 4 In more 
expansive moments he is “certain (that) more than eighty percent of the 
American people are getting sick and tired of being misled by foreign 
fraud.” 5 “Everybody who is against war and communism is called an anti- 
semite. 85% of America followed Nye, Smith and Coughlin.” 6 And finally 
reaching a rhapsodic climax, he proclaims that “mine is not the cry of just 
one American citizen. It is the plea and the prayer of millions of Ameri¬ 
cans . . .” 7 

The most obvious purpose of such claims is to instill in the listeners 
the feeling that, just as they cannot be wrong when they buy a nationally 
advertised product, so they cannot be wrong when they represent a 
general political trend. In addition to this reassuring function, these claims 
to mass following help to emphasize the basic weakness of the help¬ 
lessly outnumbered enemy. 

Friends and allies are equipped with seemingly unmistakable identi¬ 
fication marks. The agitator makes his followers feel that they are some¬ 
thing special. They must be convinced that they belong to an elite even 
if the elite presumes to include the vast majority of the people. 

As soon as the agitator tries to define this elite he apparently encoun¬ 
ters insuperable obstacles. The poverty of the characteristics attributed to 
the follower is in striking contrast with the richness of characteristics 
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assigned to the enemy. When the agitator tries to characterize this elite 
socially, he only borrows various stereotypes. When he predicts that 
“some day Gentile Americans are going to wake up to what is being done 
to the ‘forgotten man’ ” 8 or denounces any offenses against “the common 
man” and his “welfare,” 9 he is borrowing from the arsenal of progressive 
cliches. When he refers to his adherents as “we old-fashioned Ameri¬ 
cans” 10 or as “Individualists who still believe in Constitutional govern¬ 
ment and the American way of life,” 11 he is using the language of con¬ 
servatism. And when he speaks of the “poor stockholders . . . the for¬ 
gotten men,” 12 he is using the middle-of-the-road stereotype designed to 
impress prospective middle-class adherents. 

The inadequacy of such symbols is obvious: they are not sufficiently 
distinctive to become the exclusive property of the agitator. Still trying 
to construct a portrait of his followers, the agitator resorts to nationalism 
described as the exclusive property of Christians, the “Christian National¬ 
ists.” 13 

The Christian is defined in negative terms: he is the non-Jew, who can 
remain a Christian only by never mingling with Jews. The mark of 
purity, by which the adherent can remain faithful, is a refusal to mix with 
the contaminating Jews. A Christian who associates with Jews is con¬ 
temptuously referred to as “Shabes-goy”; 14 such people are condemned as 
“those Gentiles to whom Christ referred as being ‘two-fold more the child 
of hell’ than the Jewish leaders of that Synagogue of Satan . . .” 15 

To complement his notion of the Christian follower as one who is not 
a Jew, the agitator tries to adapt the Nazi notion of a pure Nordic race. 
The results are pathetically poor: All he can produce is a vague biological 
intimation in “Americans of the original species.” 18 In the characteriza¬ 
tion “real Americans” 17 the abstract adjective “real” barely conceals the 
negative meaning of “non-nonreal.” What the agitator implies is that his 
adherents are all those who do not fall under any of the categories of the 
enemy. His elite or in-group is essentially negative; it depends for defini¬ 
tion on those in the out-group. It is what the “other” is not, a pure residue. 
The very levelling of class differentiations and cultural distinctions in¬ 
volved in this image makes impossible any kind of specific or positive 
identification of his followers. 

The agitator makes no genuine appeal to solidarity. Even when he 
addresses himself to the vast majority of “American Americans” 18 he sug¬ 
gests that what unites them is the common danger they face in the Jew. 
By making their precarious situation their major sign of identification. 



THE FOLLOWER 


IO9 

he retains his manipulative power over them. Under the guise of grant¬ 
ing his followers identity the agitator denies it to them. He says in effect: 
If you belong to the common people you need not ask for something else 
because it is quite enough to be considered one of the common people 
rather than an enemy of the people. Anything else might expose you. For 
both he and his audience feel that the cement of our social structure 
is not love, solidarity, or friendship, but the drive to survive; and in his 
appeal to his followers, as well as in his portrait of their characters, there 
is no room for solidarity. There is only fear. 

Grassroots Anti-Intellectuals. That the agitator refers to his followers 
as common folk, a kind of “proletarian elite,” might seem offhand to sug¬ 
gest that he seeks to disavow the anti-democratic implications of his dis¬ 
criminatory statements by the use of a well-tested device. But this is also 
a device which by its very nature often tends to transform democratic 
psychological patterns into totalitarian ones. Closely related to the com¬ 
mon resentment against anyone who dares be different and hence implic¬ 
itly directed against minority groups, it establishes conformism as a 
moral principle, a good in itself. 

Seizing on the “simple folk” theme as a pretext for fostering an aggres¬ 
sively anti-intellectual attitude, the agitator describes his American 
Americans as a people of sound instincts and, he is happy to say, little 
sophistication. He suggests that, on one level, the conflict between his 
followers and the enemy is nothing but a clash between simple minds and 
wise guys, level-headed realists and crazy sophisticates. He delights his 
followers by proclaiming his own lack of intellectuality: 

I do not understand political science, as an authority from an academic view¬ 
point. I am not familiar with the artistic masterpieces of Europe, but I do say 
this tonight: I understand the hearts of the American people. 19 

Implying that intellectual pursuits are inherently depraved, he refers 
contemptuously to “the parlors of the sophisticated, the intellectuals, the 
so-called academic minds.” 20 Heavy is the responsibility of the “Scribes 
and Pharisees of the Twentieth Century . . . [who] provide a nation with 
its dominant propaganda including seasonal fashions in politics, religious 
attitudes, sub-standard ethics and half-caste morals.” 21 

Here the agitator is, first of all, playing on the resentment of uneducated 
people against the educated, a resentment he often transforms into 
sneering anti-intellectualism. But in addition to this attitude which the 
agitator can expect to find ready-made in his audience and merely inflates. 



IIO 


PROPHETS OF DECEIT 


he exploits another and at the moment perhaps more significant attitude; 
the modem disappointment with rationality. All the symbols of libera- 
listic enlightenment are the targets of his attack. Psychology, especially 
psychoanalysis, is singled out for vehement and sarcastic denunciation, 
for among other crimes “by uncovering secrets of rich men and women” 
it wields “‘control’ over the subject.” 22 

Offering typical patient “resistance” to psychoanalysis, the agitator 
scorns any suggestion that his audience of simple Americans might be 
frustrated. “‘Frustration’? No wonder Freud is worshipped in certain 
quarters. Did he not invent a label that enables any suspect to take the 
offensive against his accusers?” 23 No, not frustration, but sound, healthy 
instincts and common sense characterize his followers. They are not taken 
in by 

. . . that old city-slick, tweedle-dee, tweedle-dum stuff. ... We will come 
out with a crusading, militant America First Party and we are going to take this 
government out of the hands of these city-slickers and give it back to the 
people that still believe two plus two is four, God is in his Heaven, and the 
Bible is the Word. 24 

Theory, discussion, interchange of opinion—all this is futile, an impedi¬ 
ment to the struggle for self-preservation. The situation is too urgent 
to permit the luxury of thought. Having discovered that “actions are 
more realistic than hypocritical catchwords,” 25 the agitator tells his 
followers that there is no point in wasting time in talk. As the end 
result of anti-intellectualism, the speech-maker denounces speeches: 
his group “is not ‘another organization.’ We hold no banquets. We waste 
small time in speech making. The Silver Legion comes to Christian 
citizens who want ACTION. . . .” 26 

The agitator’s doctrine of aggressive intolerance is represented as the 
“natural reactions of plain people to [having heard] the truth.” 27 He 
hardly bothers to veil his function of releasing the emotions of those 
simple Americans who are his followers: 

Our people frequently do not express themselves because there are only 
a few of us who speak with abandon in times like this, but in the hearts of 
our people are pent-up emotions which go unexpressed because they fear 
their vocabularies are insufficient . . , 28 

The agitator, in praising the simple folk, praises only their humble 
and folksy ways, in which the latent savagery and brutality that is both 
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repressed and generated by modem culture, still manifests itself. He offers 
them little else. 

Attracted by the promise of a new spiritual home, the audience actually 
gets the tautological assurance that Americans are Americans, and Chris¬ 
tians Christians. The simple American is a member of an elite by virtue 
of birth but in the last analysis, he can only be defined in negatives: he is 
a Christian because he is not a Jew; he is an American because he is not 
a foreigner; he is a simple fellow because he is not an intellectual. The 
only positive means the agitator has of identifying the Simple American 
is as a follower. The adherent who turned to the agitator in the vague 
hope of finding identity and status ends as more than ever an anonymous 
member of a characterless mass—a lonely cipher in an army of regimented 
ciphers. 


THEME 19: WATCHDOGS OF ORDER 

Hypnotic Alertness. For all their strength, the Simple Americans are 
apathetic and lethargic, they are like a “slow, muscular, sleeping giant.” 29 
This fact fills the agitator with a kind of despair; he argues, implores, 
cajoles, shouts himself hoarse to arouse them to awareness of their 
danger: “O God! When will the American people awaken and snap out 
of their lethargy? When will they arouse themselves to the dangers which 
confront them internally as well as externally?” 30 He summons them to 
alertness: “Wake up, Americans! It is later than you think! ACT BEFORE 
IT IS TOO LATE!” 31 

Offhand, this call to alertness may seem like that of all other proponents 
of social change who also excoriate apathy and indifference. But the 
agitator’s warnings and admonitions seem hardly to have any genuine 
relationship to a situation. Even the most trivial of occasions elicits the 
call to alertness: that “character assassins have smeared our two greatest 
heroes—Lindbergh and Rickenbacker—should be enough to wake up 
America.” 32 

Significantly, the agitator never tries to justify his call to alertness by 
subsequent explanation, even of the most rudimentary kind. While it is 
possible to detect signs of similarity between the agitator’s call and 
religious revivalism, their actual functions are quite different. In a sermon 
the call to awareness is addressed to the soul of the individual, with the 
aim of strengthening his conscience or superego; likewise, the reformer 
as a rule endeavors to inculcate a stronger social sense among his 
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adherents by lifting their concerns from the private to the general level. 
But the agitator, under the guise of pursuing a similar purpose, actually 
invites his listeners, not to change themselves spiritually or socially, but 
simply to place all blame, all sin, on the external enemy. He asks them, 
not to become more conscious of the causes of their difficulties, but simply 
to give vent to their feelings: “I challenge all true Americans today to 
come out from your places of hiding, express yourselves, give vent to your 
opinions, stand squarely upon your feet. . . . America Awake!” 33 

In such direct appeals to the people to cease being “very patient and 
good-natured,” 34 in such warnings that ‘long enough we have been 
apathetic,’^ 35 and in such direct statements as “that’s the way I like my 
people to be, angry,” 36 the agitator defines the alertness of his Simple 
Americans as something that is the opposite of alertness. They are invited, 
not to organize rational responses, but to act out their impulses. The 
agitator plays on his audience’s predisposition to seek escape from rigid 
psychological controls. People want unconsciously to “give in,” to cease 
being individuals in the traditional sense of self-sustaining and self-con¬ 
trolled units. The ability to control oneself reflects a more basic ability 
to compete with others and thereby determine one’s economic and spiritual 
fate. But today the social pressures to which each individual is subjected 
are so overwhelming that he must yield to them both economically and 
psychologically. He must act according to the pattern of conformist social 
behavior rather than according to the needs of his individual personality. 
The social and cultural pressures to which he is subjected become the 
determining factors in molding his personality. As a result, the very 
diminution of his “ego” decreases his ability and his willingness to exer¬ 
cise self-control. Hysteria, an extreme expression of this lack of self- 
control and a psychological trait that is rapidly spreading through all of 
society, is the audience reaction on which the agitator banks when he 
calls for displays of anger and emotion. When the agitator so insistently 
demands such outbreaks, he lifts an already tottering taboo from the 
conscience of his audience and suggests to them that an abandonment of 
self-control has by now become the socially correct mode of behavior. 

But since he was the one who released the instinctual urges of his 
audience, the agitator is in an especially favorable position to control and 
manipulate them. The alerted Simple Folk rush hysterically in obedience 
to the agitator’s call; where do they go? Responding constantly, they are 
kept in a perpetual state of mobilization and are not given an opportunity 
to collect their thoughts. What takes place is not an awakening but 
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rather a kind of hypnotic trance which is perpetuated by constant admoni¬ 
tions to alertness. 

Just as the enemy never rests—“certain Jewish organizations are work¬ 
ing day and night to open America’s borders to five million Jewish 
refugees” 37 —so the Simple Americans are asked to be on guard con¬ 
stantly and indefatigably. The audience is driven to submit to the agita¬ 
tor’s incessant harangues until it is ready to accept everything he says in 
order to gain a moment’s rest. Once they are aroused, the simple folk 
“are known to be pure hell \” 38 but the very way in which they have been 
aroused merely perpetuates their inferior status. 

“Let’s Go.” In designating his followers as Simple Americans, the 
agitator no doubt seeks to give them a sense of superiority and strength; 
yet, as we have seen, the image of the adherent which he constructs is 
singularly lacking in positive gratification. Themes like the “Endogamic 
Community” and “Housecleaning” suggest some sort of spiritual gratifica¬ 
tion. But even these indulgences and gratifications prove to be essentially 
negative. At no point does the agitator promise any substantial improve¬ 
ment in his adherent’s status. Perhaps, then, we might infer that the agi¬ 
tator is appealing to the notion that the poor man should be content with 
his lot on the dubious grounds that he is somehow morally superior to 
both the rich and those who rebel against the rich. But such an inference 
is only partly correct. 

When the agitator appeals nostalgically to the “good old times,” he 
can at most be vaguely sentimental—hardly an attitude by means of 
which to solidify his followers in his movement or to present them with 
a satisfactory image of themselves. It is difficult to believe that “dreams 
of little white houses with blue roofs, built near singing streams, with 
sheep and cattle grazing in quiet pasture land” 39 or the maudlin account 
of a party where “the women baked yummy cakes, sold refreshments, etc. 
We all sang and had a jolly, sociable and inspiring time besides. . . . 
Rich people are noticeable by their absence in this cause” 40 represent 
the sole positive stimulus available to the agitator. For somewhere, some¬ 
how the agitator must give his followers the feeling that his calls to 
alertness have some reality basis and that by heeding his appeals they 
will get something worthwhile. 

One possible clue may be found in the extreme aridity of the agitator’s 
statements. Although he does not explicitly advocate a dangerous and 
frugal life, as the Fascists did to some extent, his dubious and often di- 
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rectly negative attitude towards material benefits and pleasures suggests 
that what he does dangle before his followers’ eyes is the prospect of par¬ 
ticipating in a Spartan elite —an elite without special happiness or privi¬ 
leges but with greater access to the centers of social power. The American 
American is always seen as surrounded by dangerous and cunning 
enemies, and all that he can do is to use social power as a means of self- 
preservation. The agitator intimates to his audience that the thing that 
matters is not so much possession of goods as social control; once 
you are “in” you are likely to get a share of what can be had. Such a 
promise of a share in actual social control may serve as a very powerful 
antidote to the pervasive and frustrating sense of exclusion from which 
his audience suffers. The agitator, unlike all traditional advocates of 
social change, does not promise a good society, he does not tell his fol¬ 
lowers that there will be delicious fruits to be had once power is attained. 
All he tells them is that power in itself is worthwhile. 

Not the traditional “gravy” promised by politicians, but power con¬ 
ceived of as the right directly to exercise violence is what the agitator 
offers his followers. And here again the agitator is perhaps less unrealis¬ 
tic than might appear offhand. By permitting his followers to indulge in 
acts of violence against the enemy group, the agitator offers them the 
prospect of serving as semi-privileged agents of a social domination 
actually exercised by others. But the followers nonetheless do share in the 
reality of power, since power ultimately is grounded on force and they are 
to be the dispensers of brute force. True, the followers are to get only 
the dregs of power, the dirty part of the game—but this they will get. 
And hence their feeling that “it’s the right of Christian Americans to be 
the master in the United States of America,” 41 has some psychological 
justification. Though they have only the prospect of becoming watchdogs 
of order in the service of other, more powerful groups, the watchdogs 
do exert a kind of subsidiary power over the helpless enemy. 

This promise of sadistic gratification is relayed through linguistic 
stimuli. Intimating that the act of venting pent-up emotions on a scape¬ 
goat is, if not quite desirable, something natural and hence unavoidable, 
the agitator says that “good Americans are boiling inside and some of 
them, unfortunately, are looking about for something, perhaps a group 
on which to focus their attention, on which to lay the blame for con¬ 
ditions.” 42 

He clearly indicates the direction in which they are supposed to look: 
“Liquidate the millions of burocrats . . . kick out the top heavy Jew 
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majority, many foreign bom that NOW dictate and direct our domestic 
and foreign policies.” 43 

The outbreak of violence is justified by the agitator in legal terms 
by being implicitly compared to a police action: . . The rank and file 
of sober, sincere, and peaceable citizens [should] pull them [New- 
Dealers] out of power and lock them up, pronto, as their'crimes may 
be proven.” 44 

As justification for such calls to violence, the agitator paints vivid 
pictures of the enemy’s brutality. For though the enemy is seen as in¬ 
human, he is allowed one all too human characteristic—enjoyment of 
cruelty. The enemy “would actually and physically crucify Father 
Coughlin . . . there is in their hearts a sadistic thirst for blood.” 45 The 
enemy has an apparently unquenchable thirst for blood; they would like 
“to drink the blood of every German” 46 and “with their own foul tongues, 
they would lap up the blood of their own critics.” 47 

Blood and Death. Perhaps the most effective though indirect method 
by which the agitator encourages violence is his consistent use of images 
which condition the audience to accept violence as “natural” and respect¬ 
able. In his world murder and death are invariable parts of the landscape. 
His threats are couched in the language of brutal action, of explosions of 
anger that sweep everything aside. He predicts that the enemy’s activity 
will “dynamite a Boulder Dam of public reaction which will create a 
domestic crisis unequaled in the history of our people.” 48 The people 
ought to march on Washington “with monkey wrenches and lead pipe” 49 
once his ideas have begun to “ignite in the public mind.” 50 He complains 
that he is 

. . . smeared in the press, boycotted, liquidated, described as a menace, fired 
from his job, relieved of his command, viewed with suspicion, editorialized 
against, hounded with gossip, preyed on by character assassins, ripped from 
gut to nose, he must be socially disemboweled, economically wrecked, burned 
out with the sulphur of editorial excoriation, banished if possible, exiled 
wherever practical, scorned, branded as psychopathic, isolated as one of the 
lunatic fringe. 51 

This torrent of words exemplifies a basic function of modern agitation: 
rehearsal. The verbal fury of the agitator is only a rehearsal of real fury. 

Can his followers then have any qualms about the retaliatory methods 
they use against the enemy? For against such a background of enemy 
ruthlessness, in an atmosphere that reeks with cruelty and murder, the 
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sadistic urges of both agitator and follower are unloosed. Perhaps un¬ 
consciously and perhaps not, the agitator slips in an anticipatory descrip¬ 
tion of his followers’ cruelty: “We pushed you out of Coney Island, Rock- 
away, Long Beach and we will push you outta here—out into the 
ocean.” 52 He loves to imagine how fearful and cowardly the enemy is: 

. . Winchell is perhaps best known for his physical cowardice . . . 
afraid to pass an undertaking parlor by himself . . . terrified at the smell 
of embalming fluid.” 53 

Indulging in verbal equivalents of the violence he evokes, the agitator 
wishes he “could write messages that would bum the trousers off the 
brazen intolerants who have the unmitigated gall to criticize us.” 54 Or 
he gloats at the thought that “many Americans of the original species 
would like to see the Hon. Hans von Kaltenbom broadcast with his bare 
feet on a hot brick.” 55 And he promises that “there’ll be some fat, greasy 
scalps hanging on the wall.” 56 

In the guise of a warning that the destruction of the enemy will not be 
fun, he promises fun, and while urging restraint he spurs his followers 
to violence: “Hanging hordes of Jews in apple orchards, or even watch¬ 
ing the cracking of their Communist front with satisfaction, has nothing 
to do with yanking this country from its devil of a MESS!” 57 Or in the 
guise of a little joke, he continues to urge violence: “Next time, let’s plow 
under the international bankers instead of the pigs and cotton.” 58 

A favorite symbol of sadism, the delighted description of whipping, 
also occurs in agitation: 

Christ, we recall, took the cord of his garment and physically lashed the 
money changers out of the portico of the sacred Temple in Jerusalem. Was 
Christ precipitate? Are we to be more ‘Christian’ than Christ? . . . Let’s go! 59 

Reaching macabre depths of perversity and sadism, he adds: “So you 
might as well start adjusting your thinking to the inhuman orgasm that’s 
ahead, before America singes her Locust-Swarm savagely. . . .” 60 

The Elder Brother. By encouraging such sadistic fantasies the agitator 
does not, like most political leaders, appear in the role of the restraining 
or moralizing father but rather as the elder brother who leads the small- 
fry gang in its juvenile escapades. Yet it would be erroneous to infer 
that he preaches free and wild joy in aggression. For with every gesture 
that urges his audience to indulge in violence, he reminds his followers, 
no matter how indirectly, that their aggression involves the forbidden, 
that they are still weak and can free themselves from the enemy’s tyranny 
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only by submitting unconditionally to his leadership. In the anticipated 
hunt, the followers can expect no spoils: they must be satisfied with the 
mere hunt itself. 

Though they are destined to be the watchdogs of order tomorrow, 
today they are still weak: “Do not think for a moment that it will be 
easy—or fun.” 61 The blending of strength and weakness that charac¬ 
terizes the agitator’s image of the enemy also holds for his followers. Like 
the enemy conspirators, the followers must shun the light of day, for 
they are always in danger of attack by the enemy. Here, as in so many 
other instances, the image of the adherent is merely an inversion of the 
image of the enemy. The agitator confesses to this weakness: 

A man said to me, “Come to Houston and talk to my friends.” I went over 
there and there were about one hundred of them, and when I got over there 
I was supposed to have a meeting at a public place, but they said, “We are 
going to have it out in one of the houses because we are afraid of the reprisals 
of the New Deal if we held it in a place where our names are known.” 62 

So the agitator, for all his claims to the support of the overwhelming 
majority of the people, has no recourse but to turn to conspiracies; he 
urges his followers to form “platoons of 25 persons” which “are pliable. 
They can be suddenly thrown into action in their respective districts 
in the work of teaching the principles of social justice to others.” 63 

The agitator’s gift to his audience—his permission to indulge in vio¬ 
lence—is a Trojan horse. Even the promised violence is hard to deliver, 
even that one last shred which might give some measure of positive 
personality to the image of the adherent turns out to be illusory. All 
that remains is the immediate condition of constantly renewed excite¬ 
ment and terror; the followers are allowed no rest, they must constantly 
ward off enemy attacks which never occur, they are called to the most 
heroic and self-sacrificing acts of violence that never take place. In the 
end the follower again becomes an “innocent bystander” who is the 
most deeply involved accomplice. 

The adherent is nothing but an inverted reflection of the enemy. He 
remains a frustrated underdog, and all the agitator does is to mobilize 
his aggressive impulses against the enemy. The underdog becomes 
watchdog and bloodhound, while yet remaining essentially an under¬ 
dog; for the most he can do is to react to external threats. The image 
of the adherent thus serves indirectly to condition the audience to 
authoritarian discipline. 



CHAPTER IX 


SELF-PORTRAIT OF THE AGITATOR 


The democratic leader usually tries to present himself as both similar 
to and different from his followers—similar in that he has common inter¬ 
ests with them, different in that he has special talents for representing 
those interests. The agitator tries to maintain the same sort of relation¬ 
ship to his audiences, but instead of emphasizing the identity of his in¬ 
terests with those of his followers, he depicts himself as one of the plain 
folk, who thinks, lives and feels like them. In agitation this suggestion 
of proximity and intimacy takes the place of identification of interests. 

The nature of the difference between leader and follower is similarly 
changed. Although the agitator intimates that he is intellectually and 
morally superior to his audience, he rests his claim to leadership primarily 
on the suggestion of his innate predestination. He does resort to such 
traditional American symbols of leadership as the indefatigable business¬ 
man and the rugged frontiersman, but these are overshadowed by the 
image he constructs of himself as a suffering martyr who, as a reward for 
his sacrifices, deserves special privileges and unlimited ascendancy over 
his followers. The agitator is not chosen by his followers but presents 
himself as their pre-chosen leader—pre-chosen by himself on the basis of 
a mysterious inner call, and pre-chosen as well by the enemy as a favorite 
target of persecution. One of the plain folk, he is yet far above them; 
reassuringly close, he is yet infinitely aloof. 

While spokesmen for liberal and radical causes refrain, for a variety 
of reasons, from thrusting their own personalities into the foreground of 
their public appeals, the agitator does not hesitate to advertise himself. 
He does not depend on a “build-up” manufactured by subordinates and 
press agents, but does the job himself. He could hardly trust anyone else 
to paint his self-image in such glowing colors. As the good fellow who 
has nothing to hide, whose effusiveness and garrulousness know no limit, 
he does not seem to be inhibited by considerations of good taste from 
openly displaying his private life and his opinions about himself. 
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This directness of self-expression is particularly suitable for one who 
aspires to be the spokesman for those suffering from social malaise. The 
agitator seems to realize almost intuitively that objective argumentation 
and impersonal discourse would only intensify the feelings of despair, 
isolation, and distrust from which his listeners suffer and from which 
they long to escape. Such a gleeful display of his personality serves as 
an ersatz assertion of individuality. Part of the secret of his charisma as a 
leader is that he presents the image of a self-sufficient personality to his 
followers. If they are deprived of such a blessing, then at least they can 
enjoy it at second remove in their leader. 

Those who suffer from malaise always want to pour their hearts out, 
but because of their inhibitions and lack of opportunities they seldom 
succeed. Conceiving of their troubles as individual and inner maladjust¬ 
ments, they want only a chance to be “understood,” to clear up the “mis¬ 
understandings” which others have about them. On this need the agitator 
bases his own outpouring of personal troubles. When he talks about 
himself the agitator vicariously gratifies his followers’ wish to tell the 
world of their troubles. He lends an aura of sanction and validity to the 
desire of his followers endlessly to complain, and thus his seemingly 
sincere loquacity strengthens his rapport with them. His trials are theirs, 
his successes also theirs. Through him they live. 

By seemingly taking his listeners into his confidence and talking “man 
to man” to them, the agitator achieves still another purpose: he dispels 
any fear they may have that he is talking above their heads or against 
their institutionalized ways of life. He is the elder brother straightening 
things out for them, not a subversive who would destroy the basic pat¬ 
terns of their lives. The enemy of all established values, the spokesman of 
the apocalypse, and the carrier of disaffection creates the atmosphere of 
a family party in order to spread his doctrine the more effectively. 
Blending protestations of his weakness with intimations of his strength, 
he whines and boasts at the same time. Cannot one who is so frank about 
his humility also afford to be equally frank about his superiority? 

The agitator’s references to himself thus fall into two groups or themes: 
one covering his familiarity and the other his aloofness, one in a minor 
key establishing him as a “great little man,” and the other in a major 
key as a bullet-proof martyr who despite his extraordinary sufferings 
always emerges victorious over his enemies. 
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THEME 20: GREAT LITTLE MAN 

Unlike those idealists who, sacrificing comfort in behalf of a lofty social 
goal, “go to the people,” the agitator comes from the people; in fact, he 
is always eager to show that socially he is almost indistinguishable from 
the great mass of American citizens. “I am an underdog who has suffered 
through the depression like most of the people.” 1 Like millions of other 
Americans, he is “one of [those] plain old time, stump grubbing, liberty 
loving, apple cider men and women.” 2 Yet he is always careful to make it 
clear that he is one of the endogamic elite, “an American-born citizen 
whose parents were American born and whose parents’ parents were 
American bom. I think that’s far enough back.” 3 There is no danger 
that anyone will discover he had an impure grandmother. 

Not only is he one of the people, but his most ardent wish is always 
to remain one and enjoy the pleasures of private existence. He hates to 
be in the limelight, for he is “an old-fashioned American” who, he cheer¬ 
fully admits, does not even know his “way around in the circles of high 
society at Washington.” 4 If it were really up to him and if his con¬ 
science didn’t tell him otherwise, he’d spend all his time on his favorite 
hobby: “If we had a free press in America I doubt if Gerald Smith would 
publish The Cross and the Flag. I am sure I wouldn’t publish AMERICA 
PREFERRED. In my spare time I’d play golf.” 5 Even when he finally 
does seek office, it is only after a heart-rending conflict and after he has 
received the permission of his parents: “. . . first, I would have to get 
the consent of my Christian mother and father, because years ago I had 
promised them that I would not seek office.” 6 And on those rare occasions 
when he can escape from his duties for a few minutes of relaxation, he 
proudly tells his listeners about it: “Well, friends. Lulu and I managed to 
get time out to attend the annual carnival and bazaar of the Hunting- 
ton Park Chapter of the Indoor Sports Club.” 7 

Even at this rather uncomplicated level of identification the agitator is 
ambiguous. By his very protestations that he is quite the same as the mass 
of Americans he smuggles in hints of his exceptional status. Public life, 
he intimates, is a bother, and whoever deserts his private pleasures in 
its behalf must have some good reason for doing so. By constantly 
apologizing for his abandonment of private life and his absorption in 
public life, the agitator suggests that there are special provinces and 
unusual responsibilities that are limited to the uniquely endowed. If 
one of the plain people, such as he, gains access to such privileges and 
burdens, then it must surely be because of his unusual talents. He has 
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embarked on a difficult task for which he is specially qualified, and there¬ 
fore his followers owe him gratitude, admiration, and obedience. 

A Gentle Soul. Although he is, by virtue of his special talents, a man 
who has risen out of the common people, the agitator remains a kindly, 
gentle soul—folksy, good-natured, golden-hearted. Far be it from him to 
hold any malice against any fellow human being, for “if we must hate, let 
us hate hate.” 8 Nor is he “the kind of person who carries hatred or bitter¬ 
ness for any length of time ... In spite of all I have gone through 
... I have never lost my sense of humor, my ability to laugh, even 
right into the face of seeming disaster.” 9 

Like all other Americans, he is a good and solicitous father to his 
children, and in a moment of difficulty appeals touchingly to his friends 
for help: “My son, 9| years old, is pestering me, wanting a bicycle. 
Get in touch with me, please, if anyone knows where I could obtain a 
second-hand bicycle very cheap.” 10 But his virtues come out most clearly 
in his role as model husband. He regales his audience with bits of intimate 
family dialogue: “I said one day to my sweet wife.” 11 And even he, the 
would-be dictator, does not hesitate to admit that the little, or not so little, 
wife is the boss at home: “If I don’t look out I’ll be looking for a boss’ 
lap on which to sit and chew gum. Well, Lulu’s the boss and, having 
gained about 25 pounds during the past six months, she has plenty of 
lap on which to sit.” 12 

As he makes the rounds of his meetings, his faithful wife accompanies 
him: “A few weeks ago found Mrs. Winrod and me spending Sunday at 
Sioux City, Iowa, holding meetings in the Billy Sunday Memorial Taber¬ 
nacle.” 13 And when he wishes to express his gratitude to his followers, 
it is again as the gentle soul, the faithful family man: “The wife and I 
are very grateful for the prayerful letters, kind words, and sums remitted 
so far . . .” 1! So sweet and lovable are both his personality and his family 
life that he offers family pictures for sale: “How many have received 1. 
Calendar of Mrs. Smith, me and Jerry? 2. A copy of my ‘undelivered 
speech’?” 15 

Troubles Shared. One of the agitator’s favorite themes is his economic 
troubles, about which he speaks to complete strangers with perfect ease: 

I must confide to you without reservation ... I have spent everything I 
have; I have surrendered every possession I had in this world in order to 
carry on this fight. I will not be able to borrow any more money, I have 
nothing left to sell. 18 
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Another agitator complains that by engaging in political activity he 
has embarked on “a gamble with the security of my wife and children at 
stake.” 17 And still another offers the audience a detailed financial state¬ 
ment: 

The taxes on my Kenilworth home are unpaid and there are some $1800 
in outstanding bills accrued since I stopped depleting my few remaining 
securities, although I have paid light, phone and groceries ... his [her 
husband’s] refusal to give us any of the milk check income from my farm, his 
continuing to spend this income while associating with the woman he brought 
to sleep in my own bed at my farm, finally made it necessary to take some 
legal steps to protect the family. 18 

The agitator is just as frank about the condition of his health as about 
his financial or marital contretemps. We find him making great sacrifices 
that cause him to commiserate with himself: “I come home and say to Mrs. 
Smith, ‘How does this old heart of mine keep up?’ . . . But I know how 
men like that go—they go all of a sudden.” 19 And even when his heart 
doesn’t bother him, his teeth do: “The last time I saw Charlie Hudson, 
he still had been unable to afford to get needed dental work done. His 
wife takes roomers.” 20 His afflications threatened to handicap his political 
work: 

My dentist informed me I must have four teeth removed at once. I don’t 
mind that so much as I do the fact that I may come on the air tomorrow, after 
the teeth have been extracted, and sound like a dear old gentleman who has 
been drawing old-age pension for forty years or more. 21 

By multiplying such references to his family, his health, and his 
finances, the agitator tries to create an atmosphere of homey intimacy. 
This device has immediate, gratifying implications. The personal touch, 
the similarity between agitator and audience, and the intimate revelations 
of “human interest” provide emotional compensation for those whose life 
is cold and dreary, especially for those who must live a routinized and 
atomized existence. 

Equally gratifying to listeners may be the fact that such revelations help 
satisfy their curiosity—a universal feature of contemporary mass culture. 
It may be due to the prevalent feeling that one has to have “inside 
information” that comes “from the horse’s mouth” in order to get along 
in modern society. Perhaps, too, this curiosity is derived from an uncon¬ 
scious infantile desire to glimpse the forbidden life of the grown-ups—a 
desire closely related to that of revealing and enjoying scandals. When 
the listener is treated as an insider his libido is gratified, and it matters 
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little to him whether he hears revelations about crimes and orgies sup¬ 
posedly indulged in by the enemy or about the increase in weight of the 
agitator’s wife. He has been allowed to become one of those “in the 
know.” 

Public Privacy. When the agitator indulges in his uninhibited displays 
of domesticity and intimacy, he does so not as a private person but as a 
public figure. This fact endows his behavior with considerable ambiva¬ 
lence. His lyrical paeans in praise of the pleasures of private existence 
imply ipso facto a degrading of this privacy when he exposes it to public 
inspection. This gesture has the double meaning of an invasion of the 
agitator’s private life by his public life and of his public life by his 
private life. In this way the traditional liberal differentiation between the 
two is made to seem obsolete and in any case untenable. Privacy is no 
longer possible in this harsh social world—except as a topic of public 
discussion. 

Finally, these revelations of private life serve to enhance the agitator’s 
stature as a public figure, who, it has already been suggested, vicariously 
symbolizes the repressed individualities of his adherents. He establishes 
his identity with the audience by telling it of his financial troubles and 
other kinds of failures, but he also underlines the fact of his success. He 
has risen from the depths in which the followers still find themselves; 
in contrast to them, he has managed to integrate his public and private 
personalities. The proof of this is simple enough—is he not talking to the 
followers and are they not listening to him? As a symbol of his followers’ 
longings, the agitator centers all attention on himself, and soon his listeners 
may forget that he is discussing, not public issues, but his qualifications 
for leadership. 

That the agitator simultaneously stresses his own weakness, that he 
pictures himself as all too human, does not impair the effectiveness of his 
attempt at self-exaltation. By the very fact that he admits his weaknesses 
while stressing his powers, he implies that the followers too can, if to a 
lesser extent, become strong once they surrender their private existence 
to the public movement. They need but follow the path of the great 
little man. 


THEME 21: BULLET-PROOF MARTYR 

Aside from his remarkable readiness to share his troubles with his 
fellow men, what are the qualities that distinguish the great little man from 
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the rest of the plain folk and make him fit to be one of “those . . . who 
lead”? 22 Here again the agitator is ready to answer the question. Al¬ 
though the agitator calls himself an old-fashioned Christian American, 
Christian humility is hardly one of his outstanding virtues. For all his 
insistence that he is one of the common folk, he does not hesitate to 
declare that he is an exceptionally gifted man who knows and even 
admires his own talent. 

That he has no difficulty in overcoming conventional reticence about 
such matters is due not merely to his quite human readiness to talk about 
himself but also to the fact that his prominence is not merely his own 
doing. As he has emphasized, his natural inclination is not to lead 
humanity: he would rather play golf. But he cannot help it—forces 
stronger and more imperious than his own will push him to leadership. 
Both because of his innate dynamism and because he has been singled 
out by the enemy, the mantle of leadership, like it or not, falls on his 
shoulders. 

The Inner Call. Suggesting that his activity is prompted by sacred 
command, the agitator speaks of himself as the “voice of the great unor¬ 
ganized and helpless masses.” 23 .He is “giving vocal expression to the 
thoughts that you have been talking about around your family tables.” 24 
But it also comes from holier regions: “Like John the Baptist,” the agitator 
is ‘living just for the sweet privilege of being a voice in the wilderness.” 25 
As such, the agitator does not hesitate to compare himself to Christ: “Put 
down the Crown of Thoms on me.” 26 He sees himself continuing the work 
of the “Divine Savior.” 27 

But for all his suggestions that he. has a divine responsibility the agi¬ 
tator does not pretend to bring any startlingly new revelation. He does 
not claim to make his audience aware of a reality that they see only 
partially; he does not claim to raise the level of their consciousness. All 
he does is to “say what you all want to say and haven’t got the guts to 
say it.” 28 What “others think . . . privately,” the agitator says “pub¬ 
licly.” 29 And for this purpose he is specially talented: as one agitator 
says of another, he delivered what was “perhaps the greatest address we 
have ever had on Christian statesmanship.” 30 

Like a new Luther, he bellows defiance of established powers without 
regard to consequences: “I am going to say some things this afternoon 
that some people won’t like, but I cannot help it, I must speak the 
truth.” 31 Nothing can “halt and undo the innermost convictions of stalwart 
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sons of Aryan blood,” 32 not even the ingratitude of those who spurn him: 
“Nevertheless, there I will stand demanding social justice for all even 
though some of the ill-advised whom I am endeavoring to defend will 
take a pot-shot at me from the rear.” 33 - 

Nor is the agitator’s courage purely spiritual: 

If the Gentiles of the nation back up Pelley now in his challenge to the 
usurpers of American liberties, they are going to get a “break” that they 
have never dreamed possible till Pelley showed the spunk to defy the 
nepotists. 34 

The agitator, aware of both his qualifications and his courage, knows 
that 

When the history of America is written . . . concerning the preservation of 
the American way of life, I am going to be thankful that in the day when 
men were cowardly and overcautious and crawled under the bed and allowed 
themselves to be bulldozed by a bunch of wire-whiskered Communists and 
atheists and anti-God politicians, that there was one man by the name of 
Gerald L. K. Smith that had the courage to be an old-fashioned, honest to 
God, Christian American! 35 

And the agitator knows too that his courage extends to somewhat 
smaller matters as well: 

When I went to the Auditorium, although it was very cold, probably five 
degrees below zero—twenty degrees the first time, five degrees the second 
time—the place was packed and every inch of standing room was taken. I had 
to pass through a picket line, one of those vicious picket lines organized by 
Reds and enemies of our meeting there. 36 

It is this blending of seriousness and unseriousness, of the sublime 
Crown of Thorns and the toothache that characterizes the agitator’s 
approach to composing his self-portrait as well as to the other themes 
of his speeches and writings. He is both the little man suffering the usual 
hardships and the prophet of truth: Walter Mitty and Jeremiah rolled 
up into one. 

Such an indiscriminate mixture of trivial and sublime symbols might 
appear blasphemous or simply disgusting, but the agitator seems to count 
on a different kind of reaction. Instead of imposing on his listeners the 
difficult task of following a saint, a task which might after all cause them 
to feel that they too must assume some of the traits of sainthood, he 
gratifies them by dragging the lofty notions of sainthood down to a hum¬ 
drum, kleinbiirgerlich level. The followers thereby are offered an object 
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of admiration, the image of the desanctified saint, that is closer to their 
own level of feeling and perception. The agitator imposes no strain 
on them. 

There is still another gratification for the audience in the agitator’s nar¬ 
cissistic outbursts of self-praise. A courageous and self-reliant man might 
be disgusted with the spectacle of someone celebrating himself as the 
repository of all the manly virtues, but people who are acclimated to self- 
denial and self-hatred are paradoxically attracted by the selfish narcissist. 
As a leading psychoanalyst puts it: “This narcissistic behavior which 
gives the dependent persons no hope for any real love arouses their 
readiness for identification.” 9 Accordingly, the agitator does not count 
on the support of people capable of self-criticism or self-reliance; he 
turns to those who constantly yearn for magical aids to buttress their 
personalities. 

Persecuted Innocence. Like any advocate of social change the agitator 
appeals to social frustration and suffering, but in his output there is a 
striking contrast between the vagueness with which he refers to the 
sufferings of his listeners as a social group and the vividness with which 
he documents his personal trials. He speaks as though the malaise resulted 
in tangible hardship in him and him alone. His trials and ordeals are 
truly extraordinary, almost superhuman, and by comparison the com¬ 
plaints of his followers seem merely to refer to minor nuisances, insignif¬ 
icant reflections of his glorious misfortunes. He is the chosen martyr of 
a great cause—himself. As they compare their lot to his, the followers 
cannot but feel that they are almost like safe spectators watching a 
battle between the forces of evil and their own champion of virtue. 

In building up this image of persecuted innocence, the agitator uses 
religious symbols. He “has come through the most heart-rending Geth- 
semane, I believe, of any living man in America today,” 37 and he does 
not hesitate to compare himself to the early Christian martyrs: “Many 
leaders . . . sneered at Father Coughlin and turned thumbs down on the 
Christian Fronters, as did the Patrician population of Rome turn their 
thumbs down on the Christian slave martyrs . . .” 38 

But these religious associations are only decorations for ordeals that 
are strictly secular; the agitator’s sufferings are of this world. Here he 
runs into a difficulty. In actual fact, he has met with little interference 

9 Fenichel, O.: The Psychoanalytical Theory of Neurosis, New York, Norton, 
1945, p. 510. 
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from the public authorities.* Yet he realizes that as a man with a mission, 
he must be persecuted. If the past will yield no evidence, perhaps the 
future will, for who is to deny him the right to premonitions: 

I don’t know what is going to happen to me. All I ask you to do is, don’t 
be surprised at anything. If I am thrown in jail, if I am indicted, if I am 
smeared, if I am hurt physically, no matter what it might be, don’t be 
surprised at anything, because everything in the calendar is now being 
attempted. ... I am glad to make that sacrifice. 39 

One reason why the agitator has difficulty in specifying the persecu¬ 
tions to which he is subjected is that his enemies work in secret. They 
force him to the most surreptitious behavior: “I, an American, must sneak 
in darkness to the printer to have him print my booklet and to get it out to 
the people like a bootlegger.” 40 He is beset by vague dangers that are 
difficult to pin down: “One of these newspapermen, according to an¬ 
other newspaperman, is said to have predicted somewhat as follows: 
‘Two Jews from England were over here to see that Hudson does not get 
home alive.’ ” 41 

But when the agitator gets down to bedrock, it becomes clear that what 
he most resents is public criticism, which he describes as “smearing” and 
“intimidation.” He complains that “Jewish New-Dealers in the Con¬ 
gress . . . started a mighty ball rolling to smear Pelley from the scene.” 42 
And “because I dare to raise my voice foreigners are intimidating me and 
trying to get me off the air.” 43 Nor does he feel happy that “frequently 
we have heard it prophesied over the radio by such noble patriots as 
Walter Winchell and others, that we were about to be incarcerated in 
concentration camps.” 44 

A Slight Case of Murder. However insubstantial the evidence he can 
summon for his martyrdom, the agitator, it must be admitted, works it 
for all it is worth. He continually suggests that he has embarked on a 
dangerous career and that he is actually risking his life. The threat never 
abates, as we shall see in tracing it during the course of one agitator’s 
statements over a period of twelve years. 

As early as October, 1936, he realized that his death warrant had been 
signed. Like his political boss, who was assassinated, “. . . it may cost my 
life.” 45 And not without reason: “Ten threats came to me within twenty- 
four hours here in New York City.” 46 

9 Except for those involved in the wartime sedition trial and one agitator con¬ 
victed as an enemy agent, the American agitators have suffered only from exposures 
and criticism. 
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Three years later these threats of murder were still harassing him: “I 
continued to receive all sorts of threats against my life . . ” 47 

By 1942 the rather slow-working murderers had a'definite objective: to 
keep him out of the Senate. “I am convinced that there are men in Amer¬ 
ica who would rather commit murder than see me in the United States 
Senate.” 48 Other murderers, or perhaps the same ones, found his literary 
output more objectionable than the possibility of his becoming a Senator: 
“I have been warned that I will not live to complete this series of 
articles.” 49 

Half a year passes, and the enemy is still intent on murder. “A certain 
set of ruthless men in this nation have actually called for my assassina¬ 
tion.” 50 The murderers seem finally to have worked up enough energy 
or courage to come within striking distance: 

I held a meeting down in Akron, Ohio, one time and my Committee resigned 
the afternoon of the meeting ... I had to walk into that armory alone ... I 
walked from the hotel over to this place which seated about 6,000 people alone, 
and when I got over there, the place was packed ... I walked down the 
center aisle, walked right up to the microphone and the first thing I said was 
this, “There are men in this room who would like to see me killed tonight” . . . 51 

Yet even then there is no record of the murderers doing anything. 
Two more years went by and by the spring of 1945 the still healthy 
agitator noted that the threat to his life had become so real that it was 
even confirmed by police authorities: “Shortly before the end of the 
meeting I received a message from the police detectives to the effect that 
they were convinced that there was a definite plot to do me great injury, 
perhaps kill me.” 52 Nothing seems to have come of that danger, but by 
the summer of the same year the agitator reported that “people who know 
what is going on are convinced that a plan is on foot to actually get me 
killed at the earliest possible moment.” 53 As of the moment of writing, 
the agitator remains alive and unharmed, never having once been the 
victim of assault or assassination. As late as April 29, 1948, he still main¬ 
tained that he was the object of an attempt on his life, this time by 
means of “arsenic poisoning.” 54 

That he has no genuine factual data to support his charges does not 
seem to disturb the agitator: he persists in believing that an evil force is 
out to get him. His recital of fears, smearing, premonitions, anonymous 
letters—all this adds up to the familiar picture of paranoia. The 
paranoiac’s conviction that he is persecuted cannot be logically refuted 
since it is itself extralogical. In agitation the leader acts out; as it were, a 
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complete case history -of persecution mania before his listeners, whose 
own inclinations to regard themselves as the target of persecution by 
mysterious forces is thus sanctioned and encouraged. Nevertheless it is 
the agitator who remains at the center of the stage; it is on him that all 
the imaginary enemy blows fall. By symbolically taking upon himself all 
the burdens of social suffering, he creates unconscious guilt feelings 
among his followers, which he can later exploit by demanding their abso¬ 
lute devotion as recompense for his self-sacrifice. And since the enemy 
exacts the heaviest penalty from him, he has the implicit right to claim 
the highest benefits once the enemy is defeated. Similarly, since the enemy 
singles him out for persecution, he has the right to engage in terroristic 
reprisals. All of these consequences follow from the agitator’s self- 
portrait as martyr. 

But simultaneously the agitator, for all the dangers to which he is 
exposed, does manage to survive and continue his work. He is not merely 
the martyr but also the remarkably efficient leader, and on both counts 
he deserves special obedience. Since he is both more exposed and better 
equipped than his followers, his claims to leadership are doubly 
vindicated. 

The Money-Minded Martyr. There are many indications that, at its 
present stage at least, American agitation is a racket as well as a political 
movement. To what extent the agitator actually depends on his fol¬ 
lowers’ financial contributions it is difficult to say with any degree of cer¬ 
tainty. In any event he does not account for the use of the money he 
collects. It seems probable that at least some agitators have been heavily 
subsidized by anonymous wealthy donors, while it is known that some of 
the smaller fry make a living by selling their literature. 

When the agitator appeals to his followers for money, he strengthens 
their devotion to the cause by leading them to make financial sacrifices. 
In agitation such psychological factors are probably of greater importance 
than in other movements. For it must be remembered that in agitation the 
follower has no precise idea what his cause is, that the whole background 
of the agitator’s appeal is one of destruction and violence, with a meager 
minimum of positive stimuli. What remains then is the agitator himself— 
his inflated personality and his pressing needs. The agitator does not 
hesitate to act the insistent beggar. He begs meekly: “Oh, I’m just a 
common American citizen, friends, poor in the world’s gifts, depending on 
the quarters and dollars of friends and radio listeners.” 55 But he also 
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begs for himself as the agent of history: “It is a long grind to get the 
thousands of dollars absolutely necessary as a minimum in this way. But 
it must be done if the fight is to go on.” 36 “Why hold back your financial 
aid NOW—when revolution itself is being shouted from our public 
rostrums?” 57 

He begs for aid, but he also warns that those who do not come through 
now may live to regret it: “If any of you don’t agree with the principles 
of America First and don’t care to contribute to our cause, this is the time 
for you to get up and walk out.” 58 Those who do not comply face the 
dreaded penalty of exclusion—they have to walk out and be alone with 
themselves. 

Magic of Survival. That he has managed to survive under terrible 
financial handicaps and political persecution arouses the agitator’s self¬ 
admiration. “. . . How could he emerge unscathed with such colossal 
forces arrayed to smash him?” 59 His invulnerability is remarkable and is 
only slightly short of miraculous. His safety is, in fact, adduced as proof 
that he has gone through dangers, and as he concludes his report of the 
plot hatched against him by English Jews, he remarks with a note of 
defiance in his voice: “I arrived safely Sunday night.” 60 His life seems 
to him protected by an anonymous providence: . . Pelley is an abso¬ 

lute fatalist ... he believes that nothing can harm him until he has done 
the work which he came into life at this particular period to do!” 61 And he 
always returns to the fight: “I intend to . . . toss off the shackles that 
have been thrown around me ... to spread my wings again . . . and 
to soar to new heights to carry on the battle.” 02 For his powers of exer¬ 
tion are tremendous: “I speak two hours here and two hours there, and 
write all night and talk all day to people and write letters and work 
and . . . and everything else, and still I always seem to have the strength 
to do what lies before me.” 63 

Seen from one perspective, all this bragging is rather harmless. A 
narcissist naturally believes himself invulnerable and omnipotent, and 
his slightly ridiculous posturings only endear him to his audience. He is 
reduced to a level that is within their vision. Like the extraordinary ex¬ 
ploits of the hero of a movie or a cheap novel, the agitator’s adventure 
ends on an ultimately happy note—the hero is saved. From this harmless 
relapse into an adolescent atmosphere, the followers, together with the 
agitator himself, draw a certain simple gratification. They have been in 
the company nf a hero who is not too heroic to be akin to them. 

And yet somewhere in the interstices of this harmless braggadocio there 
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lurk the grimmer notes of violence and destruction. The agitator’s self- 
portrait of miraculous survival has a solid reality basis; he really does 
enjoy a high degree of impunity. He is safe and sound, magically immune, 
secretly protected—and this despite his verbal violence and scurrilous 
denunciations of the powers that be or of some of the powers that be. If 
his enemies do not carry out their threats of murder, it is not because 
they would not want to but because they do not dare. Their power, the 
agitator thereby suggests, is rather less impressive than it appears; they 
have only the facade of power. Real power is on his side. 

Behind this defiance of the enemy’s threats lurks another suggestion: 
when the hour strikes and the seemingly strong enemy is revealed in his 
true weakness, the agitator will take revenge for the torments of fear 
that have been imposed on him. Perhaps it is not too bold to conjecture 
that as the agitator continually stresses his own bodily vigor, he is 
implicitly developing a complementary image to his leading metaphor of 
the enemy as a Low Animal. His own body is indestructible, but the 
helpless bodies of the enemy—those parasitical and disease-breeding low 
animals—are doomed to destruction. Behind the whining complaints and 
the triumphant self-admiration of this indestructible martyr looms the 
vision of the eugenic storm troops. The agitator is a good little guy, to be 
sure; he is a martyr who suffers endlessly; he survives by virtue of 
superior destinies; but in the long run he makes sure to protect himself. 

Tough Guy. The agitator knows that sometimes he must bare his teeth. 
Often he does it with the air of a youthful gang leader testing his hood¬ 
lums: 

I am going to test my people. I am going to see if the fathers that left their 
bones on the desert had real sons. I am going to find out if the children of the 
men that rebuilt San Francisco after the earthquake are real men . 64 

Such vague anticipations of the agitator’s future role are supplemented 
with more direct hints about his present strength. He means business, 
even if he is a great little man. “I am a tough guy. I am tough because 
I have got the goods on them .” 65 The easy-going braggart is also a brutal 
swashbuckler. “They can threaten me all they want to. I am not a damned 
bit afraid to walk the streets of New York all by myself. I don’t have 
to. I have the toughest men in New York with me .” 86 Nor does he always 
have to sneak in the dark to his printer: “Huskies of my ‘American 
Group’ protect me when I take my printed booklets from the printer’s 
plant .” 67 

The bodyguard, however, is used not merely against the enemy. The 
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same bodyguard that protects the leader from the enemy also protects 
him from any interference from his listeners: their role is to listen, not 
to participate. When he speaks, you had better listen—or else. In this 
way the agitator already establishes himself as a constituted authority. 
The agitator brags about this: 

So as we moved down through the middle of the meeting I said, “Now, we 
are not going to have any disturbance, we are not going to be heckled and the 
first man who attempts that, we will throw him out through the nearest 
window.” So one fellow like this boy, way up in the balcony said something 
and somebody didn’t understand what he said and he was almost pitched out 
of the window. 68 

It is in this atmosphere, in which even the followers are threatened with 
manhandling if they step out of line, that the agitator tests out a future 
device: the totalitarian plebiscite. “Do you authorize me to send a tele¬ 
gram to Senator Reynolds . . . put up your hands . . . All right, that is 
number one.” 69 He feeds them cues: “I bid for the American vote under 
that flag. Give that a hand.” 70 Such presentiments of the plebiscite are in 
themselves trivial enough, but they serve to emphasize the agitator’s role 
as the sole legitimate voice to which everyone must listen in silence 
except when told to speak up in unison. 

Inside Knowledge. Not only is the agitator physically powerful and 
something of a terrorist to boot, but he also has access to secret and 
highly important information, the source of which he is most careful not 
to reveal. He quotes mysterious “sources” that .Enabled him “to correctly 
diagnose 3 years ago that the 1940 presidential election would not be 
bonafide . . .” 71 He claims that “there has fallen into my hands a copy 
of these confidential instructions which came out from New York City 
concerning the underground science.” 72 By miraculous but unspecified 
means he manages to penetrate into the heart of the enemy fortress where 
his sharp ears hear the confidences that “Zionists in America whispered 
within secret circles . . .” 73 

On other occasions the agitator can offer only promises of revelations to 
come: “I shall try to keep you posted concerning the diabolical con¬ 
spiracy.” 74 Or his information is too horrible to disclose: “I personally 
have had some experiences in the last year that would make your blood 
run cold, if I could tell you what they were.” 75 Or he is bound by profes¬ 
sional secrecy: 

Two contacts, best unnamed on account of nature of information divulged, 
inform: . . believes that he has discovered the hdqtrs. of what seems to be 
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Grand Orient Masonry . . . uptown in New York City. A building in the middle 
of a large block, surrounded by apartment houses; in a sort of courtyard, with 
a high barbed wire fence around it. No one is ever seen to enter this place, 
altho access could be had underground from one or more of the surrounding 
houses. A large telephone cable, sufficient for over 100 lines, goes to the 
place which is guarded night and day by armed guards . . .” 78 

The agitator uses the language of an adolescent gang leader. He seeks 
to ingratiate himself with his listeners by promising them some highly 
important information. Some day the listeners will be ‘let in.” But the 
agitator uses this technique of innuendo in ways other than the relatively 
harmless promise to divulge secrets. He withholds information in the 
very gesture by which he seems to give it out. He reveals not secrets but 
the existence of secrets; the secrets themselves are another variety of 
“forbidden fruit.” Those affected by the promise to be ‘let in” are even 
more affected by the fact that the agitator has access to information 
inaccessible to them. To listen to innuendo and to rely on deliberately 
vague statements requires a certain readiness to believe, which the agitator 
directs towards his own person. So long as he does not reveal the 
“sources” of his knowledge, the agitator can continue to command the 
dependence of his followers. Unlike the educator, he never makes himself 
superfluous by revealing his methods of gaining knowledge. He remains 
the magical master. 

This secret knowledge, like his toughness, is a two-edged weapon. It 
implies an ever present threat from which no one is quite safe: “Some day 
that thing is really going to come out, and when it comes out it is going 
to smell so high that any man that is connected with them, with that 
outfit, will be ashamed to say that he ever knew them.” 77 or: “I have 
written a letter containing some mighty important information which I 
have placed in the hands of attorneys in this city. . . . The letter will 
not be printed ... if we arrive home safely at the end of our cam¬ 
paign.” 78 

Behind such statements there is the suggestion that he knows more 
than he says, and that nothing can ultimately remain hidden from him. 
If his self-portrait as a tough guy anticipates the storm trooper, then his 
insistence on his “inside knowledge” anticipates the secret files of the 
totalitarian police, which are used less against the political enemy, known 
in any case, than as a means to keep the followers in line. Sternly the 
agitator indicates this to his followers: get used to the idea now, if you 
want a share in this racket, you have to obey its rules—and I make the 
rules. 
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The Charismatic Leader. The self-portrait of the agitator may seem 
a little ridiculous. Such an absurd creature—at once one of the plain 
folk and the sanctified leader; the head of a bedraggled family and a 
man above all material considerations; a helpless victim of persecution 
and a dreaded avenger with fists of iron! Yet contemporary history teaches 
us that this apparently ridiculous braggart cannot be merely laughed 
away. 

In establishing this ambivalent image of himself the agitator achieves an 
extremely effective psychological result. In him, the martyr ultimately 
triumphant over his detractors and persecutors, the adherents see all 
their own frustrations magically metamorphosed into grandiose gratifica¬ 
tions. They who are marginal suddenly have a prospect of sharing in 
the exceptional; their suffering now can appear to them as a glorious trial, 
their anonymity and servitude as stations on the road to fame and mastery. 
The agitator finds the promise of all these glories in that humdrum 
existence of his followers which had driven them to listen sympathetically 
to his appeals; he shows them how all the accumulated stuff of repression 
and frustration can be lit up into a magnificent fireworks, how the refuse 
of daily drudgery can be converted into a high explosive of pervasive 
destruction. 

The self-portrait of the agitator is thus a culmination of all his other 
themes, which prepare the audience for the spectacle of the great little 
man acting as leader. Taking advantage of all the weaknesses of the 
present social order, the agitator intensifies his listeners’ sense of bewilder¬ 
ment and helplessness, terrifies them with the specter of innumerable 
dangerous enemies and reduces their already crumbling individualities to 
bundles of reactive responses. He drives them into a moral void in which 
their inner voice of conscience is replaced by an externalized conscience: 
the agitator himself. He becomes the indispensable guide in a confused 
world, the center around which the faithful can gather and find safety. 
He comforts the sufferers of malaise, takes over the responsibility of his¬ 
tory and becomes the exterior replacement of their disintegrated indi¬ 
viduality. They live through him. 



CHAPTER X 


WHAT THE LISTENER HEARD 


In Europe, Hitler and Mussolini openly advocated a radical break 
with contemporary society. They explicitly repudiated capitalism and 
liberalism, and negated the democratic way of life in favor of a system 
based on charismatic leadership. To make their ideas attractive they 
resorted both to a glorified evocation of the preliberalistic past and to a 
distorted version of contemporary revolutionary ideologies. The very 
name National Socialist shows how the Hitler movement tried to incor¬ 
porate elements of ideologies that appealed both to the past and the 
future. 

These preliberalistic and revolutionary elements of the fascist appeal 
in Europe served to mask the actual meaning of the movement. In prac¬ 
tice. Nazi totalitarianism was no more feudal than it was socialist. Its 
break with contemporary society took place only on the cultural and 
ideological level; the old liberalistic values were ruthlessly pushed aside 
for the needs of an industrial war machine. Old forms of economic 
and social coercion were perpetuated and strengthened. 

The American agitator, however, has no preliberalistic tradition on 
which to fall back, he does not find it expedient to pose as a socialist, and 
he dares not explicitly repudiate established morality and democratic 
values. He only indirectly and implicitly assumes the mantle of charis¬ 
matic leadership. He works, by necessity rather than choice, within the 
framework of liberalism. 

Study of our themes shows that this limitation does not prevent him 
from conveying the principal social tenets of totalitarianism to his audi¬ 
ence. The themes point to the disintegration of existing institutions, the 
perversion and destruction of democracy, the rejection of Western values, 
the exaltation of the leader, the reduction of the people to regimented 
robots, and the solution of social problems by terroristic violence. The 
American agitator shows that manipulation of people with a view to 
obtaining their conscious or unconscious adherence to his movement 
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need not take the detour of preliberalism or perverted socialism; that 
the psychological attitudes and social concerns that flow from the crisis 
of liberal society provide a sufficiently fertile soil for the growth of anti¬ 
democratic tendencies. It is as though the American agitator had evolved 
a method of directly converting the poisons generated by contemporary 
society into the quack remedies of totalitarianism—he does not need to 
resort to pseudo-feudal or pseudo-socialist labels. His themes could be 
transplanted to another country—much more easily than corresponding 
Nazi slogans could be transplanted to America. The mythical notion of 
the pure-blooded Nordic Aryan German superman would have to undergo 
many profound changes before becoming an effective appeal in this 
country; but the agitator’s Simple Americans could be used in other 
countries as Simple Germans, or Simple French, or Simple Britishers etc. 
One is tempted to say that the American agitation is a standardized and 
simplified version of the original Nazi or fascist appeals. 

Because the American agitator dispenses with such secondary labels, 
his methods of appeal are also more universal in scope, and are not bound 
to any specific national tradition or political situation. Despite his pro¬ 
fessions of Americanism, not a single one of his appeals refers to con¬ 
cerns or situations specific to America. The feelings that he stirs are in 
no sense limited to this country: for the social abscesses on which his 
invectives thrive can be found in any modern industrialized society. 

The agitator seems aware of this when he declares that “I stand before 
you tonight, as I have stood before similar groups all over America, as a 
symbol of a state of mind that exists in America . . ” 1 He does not tell 
us what this state of mind is, but on the basis of a study of his themes 
we can construct a portrait of the state of mind of his most susceptible 
kind of listener. This listener does not directly participate in the major 
fields of social production and is therefore always fearful that, given the 
slightest social maladjustment, his insignificant little job will vanish and 
with it will vanish his social status. He senses that in some way he cannot, 
quite fathom life has cheated him. And yet he wonders why his fate 
should have been so unhappy. He abided by the rules, he never rebelled, 
he did what was expected of him. Bound and circumscribed by a series 
of uncontrollable circumstances, he becomes increasingly aware of how 
futile and desperately aimless his life is. And worst of all, he can no longer 
believe in any miraculous salvations, for no matter how much he hopes 
for them he is far too much the modem man really to place his faith in 
miracles. He is on the bottom, on the outside, and he fears that there is 
nothing he can do about it. 
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Yet there are others. . . . The. intellectuals who talk about ideals and 
values and morals, who make a living—and a clean, comfortable living— 
by manipulating words. Smart alecks who paint pictures of wonderful 
societies in the future and who live so comfortably in this one. They 
—most of them Jews, of course—seem to have beaten the racket. 

And even more so, there is that secret and inaccessible gang which 
lives in air-conditioned penthouses, enjoys the favors of movie stars and 
luxuriates on yachts, the lucky few, who tempt him with the possibility 
of success and the dream of escape from his own grimy and dreary life. 

Sometimes openly, more often in the veiled areas of his daydreams, 
our listener admits to himself that in this world—and who can imagine 
any other?—all that counts is success. Only the successful are to be 
admired. It is- a deadly struggle, and those who fall must be discarded. 
These standards are inculcated in him by every medium of mass amuse¬ 
ment. The very places for which he goes for relaxation—the movies, the 
comics, the radio—provide him not with spiritual refreshment but with 
an exacerbated feeling that success is the all essential fact of modem 
life . . . and that he is not successful. 

And so the listener grumbles. He grumbles against bureaucrats, Jews, 
congressmen, plutocrats, communists—whatever political stereotype he 
can find to suggest to him concentrations of power. He grumbles against 
the foreigners who come to this country and get good jobs. He grumbles 
against the party in power, votes for the one out of power and then 
grumbles against it. But he knows no other means of venting his social 
dissatisfaction and at one point or another he begins to become sus¬ 
picious of the efficacy of his grumbling. And what is more, even grum¬ 
bling has its dangers. One must be careful where one grumbles. A lot 
of it has to be kept inside one, repressed, barely touching the rims of 
consciousness. 

The listener would like to do something about it, something drastic 
and decisive that will do away with the whole mess. Imagine—strike 
one blow on the table and everything is changed. 

REHEARSAL OF VIOLENCE 

How prevalent is the type that has been briefly sketched above? There 
is reason to believe that at least strands or aspects of this “ideal” per¬ 
sonality type are widespread in modern life. The voluminous literature 
on psychic discontent, ranging from advice on how to keep friends and 
influence people to prescriptions for peace of mind, testifies to this fact. 
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For a variety of historical circumstances, social and economic, the 
American agitator has not succeeded in ga inin g any large masses of 
adherents. Except for the early years of the New Deal and those preced¬ 
ing Pearl Harbor, the agitator’s audience has been limited to a hard 
core of followers: disgruntled old men and frustrated spinsters, cranks, 
toughies, unemployables, and certain undefined groups. Such audiences 
are often unkindly identified as the lunatic fringe. 

The agitator must know that he can hardly expect to achieve signifi¬ 
cant results without reaching a wider audience; his ambitions are cer¬ 
tainly not confined to his present groups. But he seems to sense that 
such initial audiences reflect on a small scale what might under certain 
social conditions characterize large masses of people. The beginnings 
of European fascism were equally modest, its original followers recruited 
from similar strata of the population. The American agitator tends to 
behave as if his present performance were merely a rehearsal and his 
audience merely paradigmatic. He can afford to be “unserious.” 

In an economic crisis the distinction between unemployables and 
unemployed merges, the middle class loses its security, and the youth 
its confidence in the future. The possibility that a situation will arise in 
which large numbers of people would be susceptible to his psychologi¬ 
cal manipulation, seems to provide the agitator with the impetus to con¬ 
tinue his present small-scale operations at the head of his legion of misfits 
and malcontents. 

THE SOCIAL BASIS OF AGITATION 

It is the deep and pervasive presence of the social malaise which we 
sketched in an earlier chapter that is both the origin of agitation and 
the field in which agitation flourishes. Malaise gives rise to agitation, 
and agitation battens on malaise. In some dim nook of his consciousness, 
the agitator seems aware of this; he has a keener sense of history than 
those of his critics who think he can be banished from history by show¬ 
ing that he is inconsistent. He claims to be issuing the “most important 
challenge that could be made to a bankrupt, blood-drenched, war-tom, 
hate-filled, Satan-run world,” 2 and he predicts that “unreasonable force 
will hold sway” 3 if the present intolerable situation persists. This predic¬ 
tion, it must be granted, is not entirely fantastic and it is precisely 
because the agitator does refer to pressing realities, because he does 
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touch on the most exposed and painful sores of our social body that he 
is able to meet with a response. 

The agitator’s themes are distorted versions of genuine social prob¬ 
lems. When he encourages disaffection from all current loyalties, he takes 
advantage of a contemporary tendency to doubt either the sufficiency 
or efficacy of western values. When he takes advantage of the anxiety 
and fears of his listeners, he is playing on very real anxieties and fears— 
there is something to be anxious and fearful about. When he offers 
them a sense of belonging, no matter how counterfeit it is, and a sense 
of participation in a worthy cause, his words find response only because 
men today feel homeless and need a new belief in the possibility of 
social harmony and well-being. And when he calls upon them to depend 
on him, he capitalizes on both their revolt against the restraints of civili¬ 
zation and their longing for some new symbol of authority. That which 
they utter under their breaths, the sub rosa thoughts which they are 
hardly ready to acknowledge to themselves become the themes flaunted 
in agitation. 

What the agitator does, then, is to activate the most primitive and 
immediate, the most inchoate and dispersed reactions of his followers 
to the general trends of contemporary society. 

After he has subtly awakened his adherents to a realization that in 
some inexplicable way they are being crushed, the agitator diverts them 
from a true consciousness of their troubles and from any possible solu¬ 
tion to their problems by the following “reasoning”: The forces that 
threaten to crush them are irresistible, inexorable, and uncontrollable 
by rational means. To oppose them with the “bare bodkin” of ideals 
would be sheer folly—a kind of utopian quixotism. Therefore the best 
thing to do is to join them, to become one of the policemen, one of the 
destroyers in the service of destruction. This proposal is essentially tan¬ 
tamount to a suggestion that the adherents destroy themselves. Since 
the forces against you are so overwhelming, join with them . . . and 
be overwhelmed. Like a cheater in solitaire, the adherent is to become 
a conqueror by defeating himself. 

To recognize and play upon those disturbing sicknesses of modem life 
that the run-of-the-mill politicians ignore, and then to divert his fol¬ 
lowers from any rational attempt to regain health—this is the essential 
objective role of the agitator in society. The basic implication of his 
appeals is that submission to social coercion is to be more ready and 
unquestioning. Hence the basic implications of the themes—the charis- 
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matic glorification of the leader, the extinction of civil liberties, the 
police state, the unleashing of terror against helpless minority groups. 
For all his emphasis on and expression of discontent, the agitator func¬ 
tions objectively to perpetuate the conditions which give rise to that 
discontent. 


A DICTIONARY OF AGITATION 

The themes cannot be understood in terms of their manifest con¬ 
tent. They rather constitute a kind of secret psychological language. The 
unimpressed listener may wave it aside as a kind of mania or a mere 
tissue of lies and nonsense. Yet some people succumbed to it: in America 
a few, but in Europe millions. Were there no other evidence at hand, 
this one fact would be sufficient to establish the conclusion that there 
are powerful psychological magnets within agitation that draw groups 
of people to the leader’s orbit. But we now also have at our disposal 
the classification of agitational themes that has appeared in these pages— 
our attempt to translate the secret code of agitation into language acces¬ 
sible to all. As we analyze this material, we find that its essential mean¬ 
ing—that which attracts the followers—cannot be reached by means 
of the usual methods of logical inquiry, but that it is a psychological 
Morse Code tapped out by the agitator and picked up by the followers. 
How conscious the agitator is of the genuine meaning of his message 
is a moot question that we have not attempted to answer here; it is a 
job for another investigation. But for the purpose of finding the inner 
meaning and the recurrent patterns of agitation, the presence or absence 
of consciousness on the part of the agitator is ultimately of secondary 
importance. 

In any case, the distinction between the manifest and latent meaning 
of an agitational text must be seen as crucial. Taken at their face value, 
agitational texts seem merely as indulgence in futile furies about vague 
disturbances. Translated into their psychological equivalents, agitational 
texts are seen as consistent, meaningful, and significantly related to the 
social world. 

In all his output, the agitator engages in an essentially ambiguous 
activity. He never merely says; he always hints. His suggestions manage 
to slip through the nets of rational meaning—those nets that seem 
unable to contain so many contemporary utterances. To know what he 
is and what he says, we have to follow him into the underground of 
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meaning—the unexpressed or half-expressed content of his hints, allu¬ 
sions, doubletalk. 

Always, then, the agitator appeals to those elements of the contem¬ 
porary malaise that involve a rejection of traditional western values. As 
we have seen in the previous chapter, he directs all of his themes to 
one ultimate aim: his followers are to place all their faith in his person— 
a new, externalized, and brutal superego. Except through translation 
into their psychological referents, it is impossible to understand modern 
agitational themes. 

If we strip the agitator’s message of its mystical grandiloquence and 
rhetoric, and present it in a rationally formulated version, we are in a 
position to understand the role and the basis of appeal of agitation. 
Such a translation lays bare the objective social consequences of agita¬ 
tion and the potential relationship between leader and follower. It does 
not in itself destroy the appeal of agitation for the followers or give a 
blueprint for opposing the agitator politically. But it does at the very 
least expose the true social and psychological content of agitation—the 
essential prerequisite for its prophylaxis. 

THE AGITATOR MEANS 

My friends, we live in a world of inequity and injustice. But 
whoever believes that this state of affairs will ever be or can 
ever be changed is a fool or a liar. Oppression and injustice, as 
war and famine, are eternal accompaniments of human life. 

The idealists who claim otherwise are merely fooling them¬ 
selves—and worse still, are merely fooling you. To indulge in 
gestures of human brotherhood is merely bait for suckers, the 
kind of thing that will prevent you from getting the share of 
loot available to you today. Doesn't your own experience tell 
you that whenever you were idealistic you had to pay for itP 
Be practical. The world is an arena of a grim struggle for 
survival. You might as well get your share of the gravy. 

Instead of joining with the oppressed and suffering with 
them, come with me. 1 offer you no promise of peace or security 
or happiness. 1 hold before you no chimera of individuality — 
whatever that word may mean. 1 scorn even the catchwords 
that 1 use when convenient. 

If you follow me, you will ally yourself with force, with might 
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and power—the weapons that ultimately decide all disagree¬ 
ments. We will offer you scapegoats — Jews, radicals, pluto¬ 
crats, and other creatures conjured up by our imagination. These 
you will be able to berate and eventually persecute. What dif¬ 
ference will it make whether they are your real enemies so long 
as you can plunder them and vent your spleen on them? 

Not utopia but a realistic struggle to grab the bone from the 
other dog—that is our program. Not peace but incessant strug¬ 
gle for survival; not abundance but the lions share of scarcity. 
Can you realistically expect more? 

To win this much you will have to follow me. We will form 
an iron-bound movement of terror. We will ally ourselves with 
the powerful in order to gain part of their privilege. We will be 
the policemen rather than the prisoners. And I will be the leader. 
I will think for you, I will tell you what to do and when to do 
it. I will act out your lives for you in my public role as leader. 
But I will also protect you. In the shadow of my venom you 
will find a home. 



APPENDIX I 


SAMPLES OF PRO-FASCIST OR ANTI-SEMITIC 
STATEMENTS BY THE AGITATORS 
QUOTED IN THIS STUDY 


As we mentioned in the preface, in selecting a given agitator as object of 
this study we have been guided by his professed sympathy for European 
totalitarianism or avowed anti-Semitism. Below is a complete list of the agitators 
whose written or oral texts have served as the basis of our interpretations. Each 
name is accompanied by a sample anti-Semitic statement and in some cases 
by a pro-fascist statement. 


Pro-Fascist Statements 

COURT ASHER 

“In Germany reigns unity of will 
and effort. In this country reigns dis¬ 
unity, approaching chaos and civil 
war. . . . The Germans are a people 
with a leader. We are a people without 
a leader.” (X-Ray, December 6, 1941, 
p. 3) 


FATHER COUGHLIN 

“The ordinary citizen has neither 
time nor means at his disposal to 
correlate these things. 

“If he suspects that a secret alliance 
exists between the so-called democ¬ 
racies of the world—America, France, 
Great Britain and Russia—is he sure 
that they are democracies? 

“Is he informed that the so-called 
totalitarian states, against which this 
alliance has been established, have re- 


Anti-Semitic Statements 


But how, I pray you, can any in¬ 
telligent person condemn the actions 
of the Nazis against the Jews in Europe 
and endorse the colossal crimes of the 
Communist-Jew controlled Russia who 
murdered millions of Christians. The 
Nazis murdered Jews. Surely, killing 
kikes is no worse than killing Gen¬ 
tiles . . .” (X-Ray, September 1, 1946) 

“It is time for Americans to rec¬ 
ognize that Washington, D.C. is being 
dominated by a Jewish concept of life 
and that our people are being regi¬ 
mented into a totalitarianism which 
is best described as a ‘Jewish democ¬ 
racy.’ ” (Social Justice, July 28, 1941, 
p. 4) 
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Pro-Fascist Statements 

belled against the dictators of money, 
the controllers of gold? 

“Or, is this a fabulous assertion?” 
(Why Leave Our Own, “Foreign Re¬ 
lations—In Three Acts,” Feb. 5, 1939, 

pp. 61-62.) 

LEON DE ARYAN 

"Democracy is mob rule. Do you 
want mob rule? Do you want to bring 
it to all the world and supplant orderly 
governments? 

“Hitler said he did not want it. 
Mussolini said he did not want it. . . . 
Now if we all agree we do not want it, 
please, tell me, what is this war 
about? . . ( The Broom, June 16, 

1941, p. 1) 

ELIZABETH DILLING 

“The Germans were the best-fed, 
best-housed, most powerful, pink¬ 
cheeked, united and hopeful people in 
Europe while we were being told they 
were starving and ready to revolt. But 
now that they are holding down half 
the world, they menace the British 
empire but are less of a menace to us 
than ever before . . .” ( Round Table 
Letter, February, 1942, p. 1) 

CHARLES BARTLETT HUDSON 

“‘Hate-Hitler’ CAMPAIGN being 
used to prepare us for another World 
War. . . . Why the constant raps at 
‘fascism,’ and the condoning by silence 
or excuses, the activities and threat of 
Anti-Christ Communism?” ( America 
in Danger! July 24, 1938, p. 1) 

JOSEPH p. KAMP 


“Now these Jews don’t like it that 
there are Americans who are Amer¬ 
icans and really believe in what the 
Bill of Rights stands for. . . . They 
consider themselves a privileged super- 
race who may persecute those of a 
different mind and religion.” ( The 
Broom, December 4, 1944, p. 2) 


“Instead of living and letting Gen¬ 
tiles live, organized Jewry continues 
to browbeat and extort from Jews 
huge funds ‘to fight anti-Semitism’ 
which they use to persecute Gentiles, 
to hire armies of snoopers, commit 
every sort of illegal conspiracy, ter¬ 
rorize, bully and engender indignation 
and anti-Semitism.” ( Patriotic Re¬ 
search Bureau, December, 1944, p. 
13) 

“How would you like to have the 
bloodstream of your baby, or son, or 
husband, or daughter, or wife, pol¬ 
luted by dried blood collected from 
Jews, Negroes, and criminals? . . 

(America in Danger! February 3, 
1942, p. 2) 

“Despite the smears, persecutions 
and libels, impugning my loyalty and 
patriotism, that I have suffered and 
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Pro-Fascist Statements 


Joseph e . McWilliams, and lieutenants 
"Whatever man has destroyed Com¬ 
munism and Internationalism, if it is 
Mussolini, I stand with him. If it is 
Hitler in Germany, I stand with him, 
and again, if it is Franco in Spain.” 
(New York street comer speech, July 
29, 1940) 


Anti-Semitic Statements 

endured at its hands, I have, up to 
now, been reluctant to name the 
Jewish Gestapo, not in fear of the 
consequences, not because it would 
be used to falsely brand me an anti- 
Semite, but for the very simple reason 
that such a truthful identification 
might be misunderstood and might 
unjustly reflect on good Americans of 
the Jewish Faith who, if they could 
know the truth, would be the first to 
condemn the vicious activities of this 
Gestapo, which presumes to act in 
their name and in their alleged in¬ 
terest. ... It will not be an easy job 
to investigate and expose the Jewish 
Gestapo and the Smear Bund and their 
campaign. But Congress can succeed 
if it fully realizes the magnitude of 
the task and the difficulties involved.” 
(Open Letter to Congress, 1948, p. 
12 ) 

“I am Joseph E. McWilliams, the 
anti-Jewish candidate for Congress 
from this district.” (New York street 
comer speech, July 13, 1940) 


(Corresponding quotations are available from McWilliams’ lieutenants at that 
time, Louis Helmond, Thomas Maloney, James Stewart, and Charles White.) 


CARL H. MOTE 

“Is Hitler’s barter system so ob¬ 
jectionable to the money changers 
that we are fighting a global war to 
destroy it? . . .” (quoted in Propa¬ 
ganda Battlefront, February 28, 1945, 

p. 2) 


"The Jews . . . are unwilling to share 
the fate of their fellowmen but they 
are demanding special consideration 
as a ‘minority,’ a ‘stateless’ class, a 
‘homeless’ race, a helpless people, a 
‘persecuted’ religion . . .” (America 
Preferred, February, 1945, p. 10) 
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Pro-Fascist Statements 


Anti-Semitic Statements 


WILLIAM DUDLEY PELLET 

“It is a fact which posterity will 
attest, that Chief Pelley of The Silver- 
shirts was the first man in the United 
States to step out openly in support 
of Adolph Hitler and his German Nazi 
program , . .” ( Liberation , July 28, 
1938) 


“Every student of international af¬ 
fairs knows that the economic conflicts 
and wars are caused by Jews . . .” 
( Liberation , November 14,1939, p. 5) 


GEORGE ALLISON PHELPS 


“If you get them to talk, you’ll find 
that they virtually bristle with hate 
because their pride has been hurt by 
Adolph Hitler. They have a persecu¬ 
tion complex and they want America 
to go to war so that they can have 
their revenge . . . one racial group 
which Hitler doesn’t like and which 
has a persecution complex. The latter 
group wants war even if it costs the 
lives of 10 million Americans, as long 
as they can have their revenge.” 
(Speech, local radio station, Los An¬ 
geles, October 20, 1940) 


E. N. SANCTUARY 

"He testified that he was opposed to 
democracy (s.m.p. 367, 370) and that 
‘democracy has never succeeded and 
never will.’ He testified that he did 
not feel either Fascism or Nazism was 
a threat to our government (s.m.p. 
697) and was unable to point to a 
single place in which he criticized 
either Nazism or Fascism in all his 
voluminous writings (s.m.p. 405). 
(Respondent’s brief, E. N. Sanctuary 
Against D. S. and T. O. Thackerey; 
Appellate Division, First Judicial De¬ 
partment, Supreme Court, 1947, p. 8) 


“. . . Yet the Jew, who is a product 
of the Talmud, is a liability rather 
than an asset.” (Letter reprinted in 
The Defender, April, 1947, p. 22) 
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Pro-Fascist Statements ■ Anti-Semitic Statements 

GERALD L. K. SMITH 

“Communism is mainly a Jewish 
plot. It was thought up by Jews, 


GERALD B. WINROD 

“With the rise of Hitlerism a new 
consciousness has developed in Ger¬ 
many and the hopes of its 67 million 
people have been revived.” (The 
Revealer, February 15,1935) 


originated by Jews. Its revolutions 
have been promoted by Jews and they 
have even been financed by Jewish 
bankers. This does not mean that all 
Jews are Communists, but it does 
mean that no one can understand the 
Communist problem unless he under¬ 
stands the plot of the Jewish extremist 
and the international Jews. (News¬ 
letter, October, 1947, p. 2) 

“International Jews are making the 
same mistake in the United States that 
they have made in Europe and Asia— 
namely the abuse of power possessed 
through the secret systems of control 
which they have invented.” (The De¬ 
fender, March, 1940, p. 3) 
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